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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

102.7, 107.3.5, 110.3, 111.2, 1612.5

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5254  1

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Carry forward 2010 FBC flood-related provisions in Chapter 1, including plan review criteria, required inspections, and certificate of 

occupancy and consistency change to 1612.5.

Rationale

Carry forward 2010 FBC modifications recommended by 2009 FBC Flood Resistant Standards Workgroup, with concurrence by 

Structural TAC, to retain IBC flood provisions IBC and make Florida-specific amendments.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Carry forward

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Carry forward

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Carry forward

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Improves administration and enforcement.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves administration and enforcement.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves administration and enforcement.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

107.6 and 117 (new)

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5255  2

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Two administrative amendments that FEMA has deemed necessary to ensure that enforcement of the flood provisions of the FBC 

remain consistent with the NFIP.

Rationale

Both of these proposed new sections flow from consistency with the NFIP.  They were developed by DEM as part of the Model 

Floodplain Management Ordinance and Code Amendments, reviewed by BOAF, and scrutinized by FEMA.  Because FEMA has 

deemed both of these are necessary, it is more efficient for the FBC to include them in Chapter 1, rather than expect every local 

government to adopt them as local administrative code amendments.  

Despite the submission of an affidavit authorized by B107.6, the building official must review plans for compliance with the flood 

provisions and issue permits and perform inspections to ensure compliance with the flood provisions.  Under the NFIP, the community 

is responsible for ensuring compliance.

For consistency with the NFIP, section 553.73(5), F.S., authorizes adoption of procedures for variances; the specific procedures are in 

the FPM ordinance.  Variances are official permission to undertake an activity that is otherwise prohibited or not approvable under the 

regulations or building code.   As specified in section 553.73(5), F.S., the authority to grant variances to the flood provisions does not 

extend to any requirement in Section 3109, which applies seaward of the Coastal Construction Control Line.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact; 458 Florida communities already have to comply with the NFIP requirements (44 CFR 60.3).

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact; building and property owners already are required to comply with codes and ordinances in flood hazard areas.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact; building and property owners already are required to comply with codes and ordinances in flood hazard areas.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Provides for consistency with the NFIP.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Provides for consistency with the NFIP.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

202, 1612., 3109.2

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5259  3

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Carry forward from 2010 FBC, correct an NFIP-specific definition, and modify definitions of “substantial improvement” and “dry 

floodproofing” for consistency with 2015 IBC proposal Approved as Submitted.

Rationale

Carry forward modifications approved for the 2010 FBC that were recommended in 2009 by Commission’s Flood Resistant Standards 

Workgroup.  Definition “local floodplain management ordinance” implements section 553.73(5), F.S. to allow local adoption of flood 

studies and maps and administrative procedures.   FEMA has determined it necessary to modify the definition of “lowest floor” for 

complete consistency with the NFIP.  Modifications to the definitions of “substantial improvement” and “dry floodproofing” were 

Approved as Submitted by ICC Group A for 2015 IBC/IEBC (G23-12).

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Carry forward and clarification.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Carry forward and clarification.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Carry forward and clarification.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carry forward and clarification.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carry forward and clarification.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carry forward and clarification.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

YES
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Attachments

Ralph Koerber

No

7/30/2012

Pending Review

419.3.6.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5689  4

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposals removes the requirement for flex duct to have a CPE inner core and be tested to a "modified" UL181 Impact Test using 

25 pound weight dropped from a height of 10 feet. It also clarifies the limitations for Class 1 Air Connectors per NFPA 90A & 90B.

Rationale

The code should not specify a single particular type of inner core material but rather that the duct be listed and labeled and also meet 

the desired extra specific performance criteria. Alternative materials are common and readily available that meet the same, or higher, 

performance criteria than CPE. The code should also specify the expected performance criteria rather than the requirement to meet a 

modified test. This modified test cannot be conducted nor verified in the field and it is not part of the regular testing and listing 

requirements for Class 1 Air Ducts in the codes. In addition, there is no known flexible air duct manufactured that will meet the current 

requirement in this section of the code (for all duct diameters) and no current common sheet metal ducts will meet these requirements 

as well. The code should not include a special requirement that has not been based on sound technical judgement and that is more 

stringent than all available currently accepted, used, and approved materials. The code should mirror the existing mechanical code 

requirements for listed and labeled air ducts and where more stringent performance criteria is required, the added specific criteria 

should be indicated instead of a requirement for specific material types or added &quot;modified&quot; tests.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No negative impact expected

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No negative impact expected

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No negative impact expected

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Promotes the use of listed and labeled products that meet the accepted standards for public safety set forth in the body of ICC 

and Florida Building codes.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Brings credibility to the code in referencing accepted industry, and laboratory approval practices.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This code proposal strives to fulfill this requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Brings credibility to the code by removing special material requirements and removing requirement for &quot;modified&quot; test 

criteria.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

449.3.14.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5910  5

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Dletes the requirement for toggle switches to be colored.

Rationale

The color coding on the toggle switches is confusing to the patients and residents and is not required by the NEC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 16 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 16 of 427



Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

449.3.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5864  6

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the rquirements for mobile testing and diagnostic.

Rationale

Revises this section to permit the use of non-invasive mobile units that provide services such as MRIs and CT scans without impacting 

patient safety.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Improves the ability of rural hospitals to offer non invasive diagnostic mobile services.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by revising this section for mobile units.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials products or methods of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade teheffectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

449.3.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5894  7

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Revisions this section for clarity. Deletes some out of date requirements.

Rationale

These revisions correct existing language for clarity, delete some out of date requirements, and coordinate the language with other 

sections of the Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Improves the health safety and welfare of the general public by making the code easier to understand and apply.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by making the code easier to understand and to apply.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials, products methods or systems of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by making the code easier to understand and apply.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
8
9
4
-A

3
Proponent  skip gregory Submitted 9/21/2012 YesAttachments gregory

449.3.4.3 Soap dispensers shall be provided at all hand washing facilities. If soap dishes are used, only fully 

recessed soap dishes shall be permitted in patient tubs or showers.A pair of doors opening to a room or closet 

that is located on an exit access corridor shall be equipped with automatic positive latching for both the 

active and inactive door leaf and shall be equipped with rabbets, bevels, or an astragal at the meeting 

edges of the doors.

(Add the following language)

The inactive door leaf shall be equipped with either an automatic or semi automatic flush bolt to provide positive 

latching. Where the doors are not requried to be equipped with closers, a door coordinator is not required.

Text of Modification

Rationale

This additional language is added to clarify a condition where there are double doors that do not require closers but are 

required to be positive latching and smoke resistive. A semi automatic door latch will latch automatically and requires a manual 

operation to unlatch it. These doors are often used on patient rooms to increase the size of the door beyond the limit of 48 

inches wide by adding an 18 inch wide inactive leaf so the doorway can accommodate bariatric sized beds. Under normal 

operat

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There is no impact to local enforcement of the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

There is no impact to building owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There is no impact to industry relative to the cost.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Makes the code clearer for enforcement.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Makes the code stronger by making it more clear to the user.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials or products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code.
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

449.3.6.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5899  8

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

This modification clarifies where equipment may be located.

Rationale

This modification clarifies where air-handling equipment may be located and allows it to be placed on top of a building.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Improves the health safety and welfare of the general public by making the code easier to understand and apply.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by making the code easier to understand and to apply.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials, products methods or systems of  construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by making the code easier to understand and apply.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

449.3.6.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5900  9

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Revises this section to provide the correct criteria for flexible ductwork.

Rationale

This modification is necessary to correct the previous section with the correct criteria for a flexible duct to be able to be used in these 

locations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Improves the health safety and welfare of the general public by making the code easier to understand and apply.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by making the code easier to understand and to apply.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials, products methods or systems of  construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by making the code correct.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

449.3.6.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5907  10

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Section modified to be correct.

Rationale

This modification allows the use of VAV systems in hospitals as described.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Imporves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of 

construction.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

449.4.2.9.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5933  11

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Adds a separation for electrical wiring in hospitals.

Rationale

The raceway system for the equipment branch must be separated from the normal raceway system to assure the system is available 

and not compromised by an abnormal event in the normal electrical system.  The NFPA codes permit the equipment branch to be run 

in the same raceway system as the normal branch.  An event on this branch can render the equipment branch unusable and not 

available for powering the equipment during and after a disaster.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.11.11

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5935  12

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Removes an outdated requirement.

Rationale

Deletes this section because it is outdated.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.11.16

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5923  13

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the requriement for drinking fountain.

Rationale

Gives an option to the electric drinking fountain for infection control.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.11.21

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5921  14

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the requirements for access panels in nursing homes

Rationale

This revisions makes the code clear about where access panels must be placed to visually inpspect rated walls and barriers.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.22.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5913  15

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

This revision makes the ANSI RP-28-7 mandatory.

Rationale

There are no requirements in RP-28-07 so this revision makes the recommendations required for all new nursing homes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.25

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5896  16

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Revises the code to make the code clearer regarding intent.

Rationale

The intent of this section was to require all nurse call systems to be supervised to protect resident safety. The revised language is 

necessary to ensure that both wired and wireless systems are supervised.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Improves the health safety and welfare of the general public by making the code easier to understand and apply.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by making the code easier to understand and to apply.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials, products methods or systems of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by making the code easier to understand and apply.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 54 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 54 of 427



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s
/R

e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
8
9
6
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

S
P

5
8
9
6
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 55 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 55 of 427



Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.25

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5919  17

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Add supervion to the nurse call system.

Rationale

Add supervison to a critical care system so that resident safety will be improved.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.26.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5911  18

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Dletes the requirement for toggle switches to be colored.

Rationale

The color coding on the toggle switches is confusing to the patients and residents and is not required by the NEC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.3.12

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5908  19

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Revises language for clarity.

Rationale

Revises the language for clarity and add property line.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities*

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.3.14

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5926  20

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the requriement for bathing room in a nursing home.

Rationale

Provides for more options for bathing in a nursing home because not all nursing homes are house hold models for elders. Some are 

designed for younger rehab residents who do not take baths or showers in a public area.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.3.14

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5929  21

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the requriement for not having a rinsing device in the toilet room

Rationale

Is more specific about what will be requred for a nursing home not to have to have a rinsing device at the resident toilet.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.4.3.5.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5927  22

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the requriement for bathing room in a nursing home.

Rationale

Provides for more options for bathing in a nursing home because not all nursing homes are house hold models for elders. Some are 

designed for younger rehab residents who do not take baths or showers in a public area.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.4.3.5.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5928  23

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the requriement for bathing room in a nursing home.

Rationale

Provides for more options for bathing in a nursing home because not all nursing homes are house hold models for elders. Some are 

designed for younger rehab residents who do not take baths or showers in a public area.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.3.7.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5924  24

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the requriement for drinking fountain and public telephone.

Rationale

Gives an option to the electric drinking fountain for infection control and does not require an actual public phone but access to a 

phone.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 79 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 79 of 427



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s
/R

e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
9
2
4
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

S
P

5
9
2
4
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 80 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 80 of 427



Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.4.2.9.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5934  25

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Adds a separation for electrical wiring in hospitals.

Rationale

The raceway system for the equipment branch must be separated from the normal raceway system to assure the system is available 

and not compromised by an abnormal event in the normal electrical system.  The NFPA codes permit the equipment branch to be run 

in the same raceway system as the normal branch.  An event on this branch can render the equipment branch unusable and not 

available for powering the equipment during and after a disaster.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

450.4.2.9.7

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5930  26

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revise the requirement for a quick connect to a nursing home.

Rationale

Makes the code clear that the whole system must be connected to the quick connect.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

451.3.11.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5914  27

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the requirement for all nurse call systems to be supervised.

Rationale

The intent of this section was to have all nurse call systems supevised. This revision will make that intention more clear.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

451.3.13.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5912  28

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Dletes the requirement for toggle switches to be colored.

Rationale

The color coding on the toggle switches is confusing to the patients and residents and is not required by the NEC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

451.3.13.9

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5931  29

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Adds lighting to the emergency electrical system of an ASC.

Rationale

This addition is necessary to insure patient safety during a power failure in the ASC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

8/1/2012

Pending Review

451.3.14

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5971  30

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Establishes standards for fire protection for ASC.

Rationale

Establishes a new sub section to ensure that the ACS located inside of a medical office building will not have its sprinkler coverage 

interrupted by another tenant that may be undergoing construction.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public by adding fire protection feature to the ASC.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification improves the code by clearly stating a safety requirement.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

8/1/2012

Pending Review

451.3.14

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5972  31

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Establishes standards for medical gas installation for ASC.

Rationale

Establishes a new sub section to ensure that the ACS that installs a medical gas system does so in accordance with the correct code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public by adding medical gas requirements for the ASC.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification improves the code by clearly stating a safety requirement.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

451.3.3.4.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5918  32

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Adds a new paragraph to the details of an ASC.

Rationale

This language is necessary to add the required inspection access panels for an ASC where there is a rated wall.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

451.3.6.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5917  33

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the requirements for VAV in an ASC.

Rationale

Revises the requirements for the  use of VAV in ASC and allows the use of flexible duct in other areas that were not permitted before 

so that some of these rooms can remain unoccupied and save engery cost.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

451.3.6.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5916  34

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the standard for flexible ducts in ASC.

Rationale

This revision provides the correct criteria for flexible ducts to be used in an ASC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

451.3.X

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5909  35

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Adds a new section on fire sprinklers in ASC.

Rationale

This section is necessary to assure the ASC located in a MOB will always have fire protection service even if the adjacent tenant does 

not.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

451.3X

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5915  36

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

This is a new section for medical gas installations.

Rationale

There has not been a code reference for the ASC for piped medical gas systems although they are generally installed in accordance 

with NFPA 99. This revision codifies what is already being required.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.10.10

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5196  37

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Delete unneeded language

Rationale

Delete unneeded language. All new schools are already required to comply with these standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Removes unneeded language.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by removing unneeded language.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by removing unneeded language.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.10.2.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5194  38

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add an exception for guards at vertical drops in assembly seating where the guards would interfere with sight lines.

Rationale

Include and clarify that the exception allowed in Section 1013.1, FBC-Building, at assembly seating where the guards would interfere 

with sight lines is permitted to be used is also allowed in public education assembly seating areas.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarifies that the exception allowed in Section 1013.1, FBC-Building, at assembly seating where the guards would interfere with 

sight lines is permitted to be used.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by clarifying that the exception allowed in Section 1013.1, FBC-Building, at assembly seating where the 

guards would interfere with sight lines is permitted to be used..

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by clarifying that the exception allowed in Section 1013.1, FBC-Building, at assembly seating where the 

guards would interfere with sight lines is permitted to be used..
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.10.7

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5195  39

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Changes Xeriscape to Florida-friendly landscaping to correspond to change in Section 373.185, Florida Statutes

Rationale

Changes Xeriscape to Florida-friendly landscaping to correspond to change in Section 373.185, Florida Statutes

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects type of landscaping title to match title in Florida statutes.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting type of landscaping title to match title in Florida statutes.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting type of landscaping title to match title in Florida statutes.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 126 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 126 of 427



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s
/R

e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
1
9
5
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

S
P

5
1
9
5
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 127 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 127 of 427



Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.12.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5197  40

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add requirement for roofing exterior stairways serving as a means of egress

Rationale

Reinstatement of a provision that was in previous rules regulating the construction of public educational occupancies. To protect 

students and reduce slipping hazards, all exterior stairs required for egress should be roofed.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Minor. Just the cost to enforce another provision of the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Cost of adding additional roofing to a project. Most stairs are already roofed. This would only apply to a small percentage of 

public school construction projects.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Protects students and reduces slipping hazards of wet stairways.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code and the health and safety of students.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No impact
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 129 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 129 of 427



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s
/R

e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
1
9
7
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

S
P

5
1
9
7
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 130 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 130 of 427



Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.13.8.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5198  41

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarify that the restriction of projecting or awning windows also applies to play areas where a student can be injured by running into an 

open window.

Rationale

Clarifies that the restriction of projecting or awning windows also applies to play areas where a student can be injured by running into 

an open window.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Protects students and reduces hazards a projecting or awning window creates when in the open position where a student could 

run into the window frame.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code clarifying that the restriction of projecting or awning windows also applies to play areas where a student can 

be injured by running into an open window..

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code clarifying that the restriction of projecting or awning windows also applies to play areas where a student can 

be injured by running into an open window..
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/23/2012

Pending Review

453.15.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5577  42

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct a grammatical error.

Rationale

Corrects a grammatical error.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects a grammatical error.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting a grammatical error.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting a grammatical error.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.16

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5199  43

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Delete duplicate language regarding wall finishes that is found in another part of the Florida Building Code.

Rationale

Deletes duplicate language regarding separate toilet facilities, floor drains, and hose bibbs that is found in Section 443.3.5.2 and 6, 

Florida Building Code-Building (2010). Correct metric conversion for water flow of shower heads.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Deletes duplicate language regarding separate toilet facilities, floor drains, and hose bibbs that is found in Section 443.3.5.2 and 

6, Florida Building Code-Building (2010). Correct metric conversion for water flow of shower heads.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by deleting duplicate language regarding separate toilet facilities, floor drains, and hose bibbs that is found in 

Section 443.3.5.2 and 6, Florida Building Code-Building (2010). Correct metric conversion for water flow of shower heads.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by deleting duplicate language regarding separate toilet facilities, floor drains, and hose bibbs that is found in 

Section 443.3.5.2 and 6, Florida Building Code-Building (2010). Correct metric conversion for water flow of shower heads.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.18.1.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5200  44

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct metric equivalent.

Rationale

Correct metric conversion.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects metric conversion

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by correcting a metric equivalent.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by correcting a metric equivalent.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.2.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5152  45

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Corrects referenced Florida statute number

Rationale

Correct Florida Statute number referenced

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects Florida statute referenced.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting a Florida Statute reference.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting a Florida Statute reference.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.20.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5203  46

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add a metric equivalent for a distance given in feet.

Rationale

Add a  metric equivalent for a distance given in feet.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Adds a  metric equivalent for a distance given in feet.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by adding a  metric equivalent for a distance given in feet.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by adding a  metric equivalent for a distance given in feet.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.20.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5205  47

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add requirement for a dousing shower and an eye wash in custodial receiving areas.

Rationale

Add requirement for a dousing shower and an eye wash in custodial receiving areas where chemicals that are dangerous to human 

tissue are stored, handled or mixed. The dousing shower and eye wash will be used if a chemical is spilled or splashed on the human 

tissue of custodial workers.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Approximately $3,000 per school.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Provides for the health, safety, and welfare of custodial workers who handle chemicals that are dangerous to human tissue.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by adding a provision requiring a dousing shower and an eye wash for custodial workers that handle 

chemicals  that are dangerous to human tissue.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by adding a provision requiring a dousing shower and an eye wash for custodial workers that handle 

chemicals  that are dangerous to human tissue.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.22.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5206  48

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct metric equivalent.

Rationale

Correct a metric equivalent.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects a metric equivalent.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by correcting a metric equivalent.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by correcting a metric equivalent.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.25.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5207  49

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Change evacuation categories to match Department of Emergency Management new designations.

Rationale

Change evacuation categories to match Department of Emergency Management new designations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Changes evacuation categories to match Department of Emergency Management new designations.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by correcting evacuation categories to match Department of Emergency Management new designations.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by correcting evacuation categories to match Department of Emergency Management new designations.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.25.3.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5208  50

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct metric equivalent

Rationale

Correct metric equivalent.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects a metric equivalent.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by correcting a metric equivalent.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by correcting a metric equivalent.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.25.4.3.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5209  51

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add a metric equivalent for ventilation rate provided in cfm.

Rationale

Add a  metric equivalent for ventilation rate provided in cfm.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Adds a  metric equivalent for ventilation rate provided in cfm.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by adding a  metric equivalent for ventilation rate provided in cfm.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by adding a  metric equivalent for ventilation rate provided in cfm.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.25.4.3.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5214  52

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add a metric equivalent for view panel width.

Rationale

Add a  metric equivalent for view panel width.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Adds a  metric equivalent for view panel width.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by adding a  metric equivalent for view panel width.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by adding a  metric equivalent for view panel width.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.25.6

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5210  53

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct statute reference.

Rationale

Correct statute reference.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects a statute reference..

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by correcting a statute reference.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by correcting a statute reference.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.26.3.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5211  54

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct metric equivalent.

Rationale

Correct metric equivalent.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects a metric equivalent.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by correcting a metric equivalent.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by correcting a metric equivalent.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.27.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5212  55

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Delete a requirement that only applies to existing relocatables and does not belong in the building code.

Rationale

Delete a requirement that only applies to existing relocatables and does not belong in the building code. Type V construction is not 

permitted for newly constructed relocatables.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Delete a requirement that only applies to existing relocatables and does not belong in the building code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by deleting a requirement that only applies to existing relocatables and does not belong in the building code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by deleting a requirement that only applies to existing relocatables and does not belong in the building code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.27.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5213  56

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct the title for the guidelines for accessibility standards for children.

Rationale

Correct the title for the guidelines for accessibility standards for children.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects the title for the guidelines for accessibility standards for children.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by correcting the title for the guidelines for accessibility standards for children.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by correcting the title for the guidelines for accessibility standards for children..
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.3.6

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5172  57

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct dollar amount before a licensed contractor is required for maintenance projects and clarify maintenance projects are required 

to be review for code compliance.

Rationale

Section 489.103(3), F.S., indicates that a licensed contractor is not required for maintenance projects costing $200,000 or less for 

public entities. Maintenance projects, regardless of cost, are required to be in compliance with the Florida Building Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by aligning code requirement with more restrictive statute requirement.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by aligning code requirement with more restrictive statute requirement.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.4.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5177  58

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Delete a Florida statute number that no longer exist.

Rationale

Delete a Florida statute number that no longer exist

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Deletes a Florida statute number that no longer exist

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by deleting a Florida statute number that no longer exist

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by deleting a Florida statute number that no longer exist
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.4.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5178  59

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Corrects handbook title to "Public Playground Safety Handbook."

Rationale

Corrects handbook title.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects handbook title.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting handbook title.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting handbook title.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.4.8

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5180  60

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct title of publication and title of Office of Educational Facilities

Rationale

Correct publication title and title of Office of Educational Facilities.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Correct publication title and title of Office of Educational Facilities.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting a publication title and the title of the Office of Educational Facilities

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting a publication title and the title of the Office of Educational Facilities
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.5.11

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5184  61

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Align definition of owner with Rule 6A-2.0010, FAC.

Rationale

For clarification and consistency among state agency rules, aligns the definition of owner with rule 6A-2.0010, FAC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

For clarification and consistency among state agency rules, aligns the definition of owner with rule 6A-2.0010, FAC.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by aligning the definition of owner with rule 6A-2.0010, FAC.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by aligning the definition of owner with rule 6A-2.0010, FAC.

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 192 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 192 of 427



Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.5.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5181  62

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds correct Florida statute reference and deletes obsolete date.

Rationale

Add correct Florida statute reference and deletes obsolete date.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Adds correct Florida statute reference and deletes obsolete date.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by adding a correct Florida statute reference and deleting an obsolete date.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by adding a correct Florida statute reference and deleting an obsolete date.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.5.5.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5182  63

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarify that the distance mention is travel distance.

Rationale

Clarifies that the distance mention is travel distance.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarifies that the distance mention is travel distance.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by clarifying that the distance mention is travel distance.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by clarifying that the distance mention is travel distance.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.5.5.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5183  64

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds clarifying language to the definition of a roofed courtyard.

Rationale

Adds clarifying language that the courtyards are roofed courtyards and roofed courtyards shall not be used as a component of egress 

from adjacent spaces.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Adds clarifying language to the definition of a roofed courtyard.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by adding clarifying language to the definition of a roofed courtyard.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by adding clarifying language to the definition of a roofed courtyard.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.7.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5185  65

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarify that in assembly occupancies, exit access doorways are also required to exit into separate atmospheres.

Rationale

Clarifies that in assembly occupancies exit access doorways are also required to exit into separate atmospheres.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarifies that in assembly occupancies  exit access doorways are also required to exit into separate atmospheres.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by clarifying that in assembly occupancies exit access doorways are also required to exit into separate 

atmospheres.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by clarifying that in assembly occupancies exit access doorways are also required to exit into separate 

atmospheres.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
1
8
5
-A

1
Proponent  Jon Hamrick Submitted 9/11/2012 YesAttachments Hamrick

Revise modification to read. 

453.7.1 Separate exits.

In assembly occupancies, each required exit from an assembly space must exit into a separate atmosphere or to the exterior, to 

be considered as a separate exit.

Text of Modification

Rationale

Clarify that in assembly occupancies, each separate exit is to a separate atmosphere.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarifies that in assembly occupancy spaces each exit is required to exit into separate atmospheres.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by clarifying in assembly occupancy spaces each exit is required to exit into separate atmospheres.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by clarifying in assembly occupancy spaces each exit is required to exit into separate atmospheres.

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
1
8
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  David Young Submitted 8/23/2012 NoAttachments

This proposed code change would place an unwarrented expense and burden on the local school districts and taxpayers. Exit 

access doors should comply with the requirements of Chapter 10.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
1
8
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  James Johannessen Submitted 8/23/2012 NoAttachments

I am in favor of the proposed modification in order to avoid any misunderstanding or misinterpretation of the code.  It is 

imperative not to lead large groups of occupants into the same exit way that opens into the same atmosphere.  If our design 

firms do their homework they &quot;should&quot; be designing for truly separate exits, from assembly areas directly to the 

exterior as code requires.  Assembly spaces leading into the same exit way do not constitute separate exits.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
1
8
5
-G

3
  

Proponent  David Lee Submitted 8/24/2012 NoAttachments

I am opposed the proposed modification to the language in 453.7.1 as unnecessary, overly restrictive and disregards exit and 

exit access as separate and distinct parts of the overall means of egress. Existing egress requirements for Assembly spaces 

within Educational occupancies as currently written already require multiple means of egress to exits into separate atmospheres 

or the exterior, this is in agreement with similar requirements found in the Florida Fire Prevention Code. The proposed change 

would be in conflict with the Florida Fire Prevention Code and would place unnecessary restrictions on public schools while 

providing no similar restrictions on Charter, Private or Parochial Schools. The proposed change would provide minimal if any 

increase in life safety especially in fully sprinkled facilities of non-combustible construction and could actually impede egress by 

requiring multiple smoke doors on corridors containing classrooms in excess of 1000 ft2.

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
1
8
5
-G

4
  

Proponent  Victor Chodora Submitted 9/17/2012 YesAttachments

I am opposed the proposed modification to the language in 453.7.1 as unnecessary, overly restrictive and disregards exit and 

exit access as separate and distinct parts of the overall means of egress.  In addition, I see section 453.7.1 as unnecessary 

since exiting requirements are covered in Chapter 10 of FBC and in Chapter 7, 12, 13, 14, &amp; 15 FFPC.  

 The proposed language is in conflict with the requirements of the 2010 edition of the FFPC section 14.2.5.4 and 15.2.5.4 both 

allowing exit access doors from rooms or spaces larger than 1000 SF or greater than 50 occupants to open to a common 

corridor provided that corridor leads to separate exits located in opposite direction.  (See attached exhibit from NFPA handbook).

 The proposed change will place an unnecessary restriction on public schools while providing no similar restrictions on Charter, 

Private or Parochial Schools.  The proposed change would provide minimal if any increase in life safety especially in fully 

sprinkled facilities of non-combustible construction and could actually impede egress by requiring multiple smoke doors on 

corridors containing classrooms in excess of 1000 SF.

 This proposed code change places an unwarranted expense and burden on the local school districts and taxpayers.  Exit 

access doors should comply with the requirements of FBC Chapter 10 and FFPC chapter 7 with related sections in chapters 12, 

13, 14, and 15.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
1
8
5
-G

5
  

Proponent  Tom Hogarth Submitted 9/19/2012 YesAttachments

The proposal is excessive and overly restrictive. It increases hazardous conditions and cost.

REDUCED SAFETY - Additional doors in a corridor restrict the egress capacity and flow and delay evacuation in an emergency.  

One pair of corridor smoke doors cuts the exit capacity in half.  This change may require several doors added to the path of 

travel. These new doors restrict the opportunity for school staff to supervise students. 

 

COST - The proponent failed to address fiscal impact. The proponent incorrectly suggests that this change is simply a 

clarification. The existing code is compliant with related codes and has been enforced accordingly by many school districts.  The 

rationale is misleading and avoids the fiscal and technical debate.  This change adds potential costs to many projects with rooms 

that accommodate 50 or more persons.  

CODE CONFUSION - The current code allows for enforcement exactly how the FBC and the NFPA intended the means of 

egress is to be designed. A specific study on Florida public schools should be provided if additional safety measures are thought 

to be needed.    

According to FBC separate atmospheres are to be separated by smoke proof barriers. FBCB and NFPA allow exit access 

corridors to be constructed as smoke partitions (not smoke barriers) in fully sprinklered buildings.   

OVERLY RESTRICTIVE - This proposal encourages more exterior exits. Modern school designs intentionally minimize exterior 

exits.  Fewer exits enhance security, conserve energy, and reduce weather and pest intrusion.  Schools are now more likely to 

be two story saving construction and land costs. Schools are often remodeled to accommodate new curriculum.  This change 

would preclude remodeling two classrooms into one after the facility is built if the original corridors are constructed as smoke 

partitions.

Comment:
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Print 

 
Exhibit 14/15.1 

Dead-end corridors, common path of travel, and second exit access from larger rooms.

Page 1 of 1

9/17/2012http://codesonline.nfpa.org/imagepop.php?id=H101_2009_chap14_G101-1
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.7.8

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5186  66

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add the word “resistance” to “one-hour fire rated construction” verbage.

Rationale

Correctly identify one-hour fire rated construction as one-hour fire-resistance rated construction.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Correctly identify one-hour fire rated construction as one-hour fire-resistance rated construction.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code by correctly identify one-hour fire rated construction as one-hour fire-resistance rated construction..

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by correctly identify one-hour fire rated construction as one-hour fire-resistance rated construction..
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/16/2012

Pending Review

453.7.9

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5187  67

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Exempt exit passageways and horizontal exits from public educational facilities.

Rationale

Coordination with Florida Fire Prevention Code and State Fire Marshal Rule 69A-58. Exit passageways and horizontal exits are 

already prohibited in public educational facilities by the State Fire Marshal’s rule 69A-58.0031(4).

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None, already prohibited in public educational facilities by the State Fire Marshal’s rules

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None, already prohibited in public educational facilities by the State Fire Marshal’s rules

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None, already prohibited in public educational facilities by the State Fire Marshal’s rules

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This is a coordination issue with Florida Fire Prevention Code and State Fire Marshal Rule 69A-58. Exit passageways and 

horizontal exits are already prohibited in public educational facilities by the State Fire Marshal’s rule 69A-58.0031(4).

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by coordinating with Florida Fire Prevention Code and State Fire Marshal Rule 69A-58.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by coordinating with Florida Fire Prevention Code and State Fire Marshal Rule 69A-58.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.8.7

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5192  68

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct Florida statute reference

Rationale

Correct Florida statute reference.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Corrects a Florida statute reference.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting a Florida statute reference.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by correcting a Florida statute reference.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

453.8.8

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5193  69

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Insert formal name of DOE/OEF and include title of publication available from DOE “Florida Safe School Design Guidelines.”

Rationale

Insert formal name of DOE/OEF and include name of the publication from DOE/OEF for designing safe schools.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Inserts the formal name of DOE/OEF and includes the name of the publication from DOE/OEF for designing safe schools.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and improves the code by inserting the formal name of DOE/OEF and including the name of the publication from 

DOE/OEF for designing safe schools.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No impact

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens and improves the code by inserting the formal name of DOE/OEF and including the name of the publication from 

DOE/OEF for designing safe schools.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Paul Coats

No

7/19/2012

Pending Review

453

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5326  70

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This modification eliminates the Florida-specific construction type restrictions for public schools in Special Occupancy Section 453 in 

favor of using the construction type provisions for schools in Chapters 5 and 6 of the Florida Building Code, which are based on the 

IBC.

Rationale

Reason:  see uploaded support file

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This will reduce the cost of construction.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This will reduce the cost of construction.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Contruction type considerations are integral to the health, safety, and welfare of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This strengthens and improves the code by permitting national accepted model code provisions for the use of materials and 

elimininating unnecessary Florida-specific restrictions on materials.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification eliminates existing discriminatory restrictions on materials that are in conflict with the model building codes.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification is in complete agreement with nationally accepted model codes for school construction.  It will not degrade the 

effectiveness of the code for matters of safety or durability, but instead introduces flexibility that increases the effectiveness of the 

code.

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 224 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 224 of 427



Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
3
2
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  David Lewis Submitted 8/20/2012 NoAttachments

I strongly aggree with this proposed change because the current code language is unfair to wood products and adds cost to 

school construction. I am interested to hear how DOE has maintained the current code for so long.

Comment:

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 225 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 225 of 427



General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
3
2
6
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joseph Holland Submitted 8/20/2012 NoAttachments

The change proposes to eliminate a Florida specific requirement.  The requirement should have been purged along with the rest 

of the Florida specific requirements.  The proposal is correct the base code is designed to provide for the life safety, health and 

welfare of the citizens of the State.

The current provision cannot meet the thresholds established for new provisions.  It is discriminatory.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
3
2
6
-G

3
  

Proponent  Borjen Yeh Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

APA – The Engineered Wood Association would like to submit the following comments to support the proposed modification 

SP5326.

Wood schools have been constructed not only in the US, but in Canada, Europe, Japan, and numerous countries around the 

world.  Wood construction is cost-effective, green, and operational efficient.  It also creates an improved learning and healing 

environment for students.  In today’s technology and engineering, wood structures can be readily designed to meet the stringent 

fire and structural safety requirements mandated by the code.  Therefore, the restriction on wood construction in Florida public 

schools, as imposed by the current Florida Building Code, is not sustainable, nor justifiable.  The Florida Building Code needs to 

be updated at this code cycle to reflect the reality and to take advantage of wood construction for cost, environmental 

friendliness, and building safety.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
3
2
6
-G

4
  

Proponent  Donald Gustavson Submitted 9/19/2012 NoAttachments

The option to use wood construction will allow Florida to be compettive with other States.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
3
2
6
-G

5
  

Proponent  Damon Roby Submitted 9/19/2012 NoAttachments

Damon Roby - Architectural Designer with True Design Studios, a premier Design Studio in Northeast Florida.

As a statement of design, limiting the materials used in the construction of educational facilities is doing a great disservice to the 

form and function of the structure. Wood is an element, that when used properly, can create a sense of warmth and awe in the 

people interacting with the built environment. Along with safety, it seems that fostering creative thought would be a primary 

concern when designing and building a structure used for learning. Since the safety issue can be squarely addressed using 

wood, then it remains that limiting the use of materials used to construct a school is simply limiting the potential of the built 

environment to have an impact on that creative thought, and nothing more.

Add to this the fact that wood is inherently much more environmentally friendly than concrete and steel, and the structure 

becomes sustainable as well. The embodied energy used to manufacture wood products is not even half of that used to 

manufacture the building materials currently used. Wood is also a renewable resource, whereas the materials that make up 

concrete and steel are limited and dwindling. Wood is readily available and can be obtained from well maintained local &amp; 

regional sources, whereas most of the steel used in the US must be obtained from overseas in order to be cost efficient. Often 

these products are inferior in quality and do not in any way assist the local community &amp; economy.

Therefor it seems in the light of overwhelming evidence, that a modification to the current Code is the next logical conclusion.

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
3
2
6
-G

6
  

Proponent  Michael Kozlowski Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

I am a professional engineer and president of ApexTechnology, a firm specializing in structural and mechanical engineering of 

light frame structures. This is a fantastic modification that comes at a time when our community needs it.  Wood frame 

construction is proven and should be allowed to fairly compete with other building systems in the construction of our schools. 

At Apex, we study the science of building systems. Instead of focusing on one aspect of the design, we work with integrated 

partners in architectural design and manufacturing to truly understand the overall benefits of an optimized system.  Wood frame 

construction has a significantly lower carbon footprint than other materials, can handily meet hurricane wind loads due to 

increased design standards and engineered lumber, and provide significant energy performance over alternate materials - all 

while providing material and labor cost savings.  Wood frame construction and elements also allow for more appealing 

architectural design.  Studies have shown the &quot;warmth&quot; of wood frame construction to positively affect children versus 

the cold, industrial feel of the typical concrete or masonry construction.  All of these positive aspects are clearly important in 

today&#39;s community.  

Finally, to address the longstanding rebuttals to wood frame construction of termites and fire resistance, I offer up the technology 

and regulation of the 21st century. In addition to no-burn applicant technology, sprinkler requirements and the ever advancing 

termite strategies have made these rebuttals non-issues. 

I urge the committee to approve the code modification as submitted.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
3
2
6
-G

7
  

Proponent  David Lewis Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

My name is David Lewis and I represent Norbord Ind a manufacturer of OSB also I have lived in Florida all my life and pay taxes. 

I think it is important that the current ban on using wood in the construction of public schools be changed as proposed.  The 

slection of a building material should be based on what works best for the proposed project without unfounded bias.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
3
2
6
-G

8
  

Proponent  Catherine Kaake Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

I support this code change. The change will allow for more cost-effective construction and provide a level playing field for all 

building materials.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
3
2
6
-G

9
  

Proponent  Jim Pattillo Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

We are a plywood manufacturer located in Havana, Florida employing 300 people at this location. We strongly support the use of 

wood in Florida public schools. Wood has a significant cost savings compared to steel/concrete products while meeting all the 

necessary code requirements for high winds and fire safety. It is the only major building material that is renewable and 

sustainable. Florida is the only state where the ban of wood-frame in public schools exists. We strongly support code 

modification #5326 which will remove this restriction.

Jim Pattillo

President

Coastal Plywood Company

Comment:
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

8/1/2012

Pending Review

469

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5970  71

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Establishes a new section for an office surgery suite.

Rationale

Presently there are no physical plant requirements that relate to invasive surgeries performed under general anesthesia in a 

doctor&#39;s office. The Department of Health does administer a registration rule FAC 64B8, that contains some elements for 

operational procedures, but there are no minimum standards that apply to surgery in this setting. 

Therefore the same general requirements that are applied to a typical office building are being applied to an office surgery suite, 

including one that provides accommodation   for the recover of a post-operative patient over night. As a result, some patients have 

been harmed by procedures executed in such environments that do not have the necessary safe guards to protect the health and 

safety of the citizens of Florida who undergo a surgical procedure. 

This section establishes some minimum requirements to improve patient safety in these types of settings and gives the local building 

official some guidelines the inspection and approval of office surgery suites.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification will not impact the local entity because these facilities are already being inspected.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification references current standards of care for office surgery suites and will not increase the cost of construction for 

an owner constructing a facility to meet those current standards

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification references current standards of care for office surgery suites and will not increase the cost of construction for 

an owner constructing a facility to meet those current standards.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Assures that new construction of office surgery suites conform to the accepted standard to provide patient safety in these 

facilities.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification strengths the code by providing uniform standards of design and construction of office surgery suites.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification improves the effectiveness of the code by establishing standards for surgeries undertaken in a doctor&#39;s 

office.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
9
7
0
-A

1
Proponent  skip gregory Submitted 9/21/2012 YesAttachments gregory

469.4.12 Air Conditioning, Heating, and Ventilation Systems  Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning (HVAC):

469.4.12.1 All rooms and areas in the office surgery suite used for patient care shall be required to haveHVAC 

systems as described in this section and as described for similar rooms and areas in the 2010 edition of the 

Guidelines for the Design and Construction of Health Care Facilities,  Part 6, ANSI/ASHRAE/ASHE Standard 

170-2008, Ventilation of Health Care Facilities . Have provisions for ventilation. The ventilation rates shown in 

Table 1 shall be used only as minimum standards; they do not preclude the use of higher, more appropriate rates.

469.4.12.2 Fans serving exhaust systems shall be located at the discharge end and shall be readily serviceable. 

Air supply and exhaust in rooms for which no minimum total air change rate is noted may vary down to zero in 

response to room load.

469.4.12.3 For rooms listed in Table 1, where Variable Air Volume (VAV) systems are used, minimum total 

air change shall be within limits noted and shall maintain the relative pressures indicated throughout the 

entire range of operation.

469.4.12.4 To maintain asepsis control, airflow supply and exhaust should generally be controlled to ensure 

movement of air from "clean" to "less clean" areas.

469.4.12.53 The outdoor air introduced through the VAV air handling unit(s) shall remain constant 

throughout the range of operation.

469.4.12.64 Exhaust outlets, piping and ductwork shall be permanently and clearly identified.

469.4.12.7 Air supply for operating rooms shall be from ceiling outlets near the center of the work area 

and return air openings shall be near the floor level.

469.4.12.8 Temperature shall be individually controlled for each operating room. During unoccupied hours, 

operating room air change rates may be reduced, provided that the positive room pressure is maintained and the 

direction of the air movement remains the same.

469.4.12.9 Operating room ventilation systems shall operate at all times, except during maintenance and 

conditions requiring shutdown by the buildingÕs fire alarm system.

469.4.12.10 Air quantity calculations must account for filter loading such that the indicated air change rates are 

provided up until the time of filter change-out.

469.4.12.11 Exhaust grilles for anesthesia evacuation and other special applications shall be permitted to be 

installed in the ceiling.

469.4.12.12 Each space routinely used for administering inhalation anesthesia and inhalation analgesia shall be 

served by a scavenging system to vent waste gases. If a vacuum system is used, the gas-collecting system shall 

be arranged so that it does not disturb patients' respiratory systems. Gases from the scavenging system shall be 

exhausted directly to the outside.

469.4.12.13 The anesthesia evacuation system may be combined with the room exhaust system, provided that 

the part used for anesthesia gas scavenging exhausts directly to the outside and is not part of the recirculation 

system.

469.4.12.14 All central ventilation or air conditioning systems shall be equipped with filters with efficiencies equal 

to, or greater than, those specified in Table 3. Where two filter beds are required, filter bed no. 1 shall be located 

upstream of the air conditioning equipment and filter bed no. 2 shall be downstream of any fan or blowers.

Text of Modification

Rationale

This comment and revision delets most of the language in the HVAC section of this modification and it also deltetes Tables I 

and III of this modification in favor of referenceing a code that is already referenced in the FBC and that is more complete and 

is an ANSI standard. By referencing this nationally recognized ventilation standard, this code section will be more correct in its 

requirements and will help assure patient safety in these facilities.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There is no additional impact on local entity.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

There is no impact on propety owners for this revision.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There is no impact to the industry for this revision.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

References a nationally recognised standard.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves the code becasue it references a nationally recognized standards.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials products or methods.
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Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by referencing a nationally recognized standard.

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
9
7
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  skip gregory Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Tables I and III should be delted if the comment and revised language referencing Part 6, ASHRAE 170 of the Guidelines for the 

Design and Construction of Health Care Facilities is accepted

Comment:
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Attachments

skip gregory

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

Table 3.18.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5922  72

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

Revises the plumbing fixture table for nursing homes

Rationale

This modification corrects this table to coordinate with the code, adds staff handwashing for wrist blades and gives an option to the 

electric drinking fountain for infection control.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification has no impact to local entity that enforces the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact of building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This modification has no impact to industry relative to cost compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This modification improves the health and safety of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification improves the code by clearly providing requirements.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This modification does not discriminate  against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Impoves the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 249 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 249 of 427



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s
/R

e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
9
2
2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

S
P

5
9
2
2
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 250 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 250 of 427



Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/13/2012

Pending Review

1008.1.1

Pending Review

No10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5120  73

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with the Florida Accessibility Code and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 code

Rationale

To be consistent with the Florida Accessibility Code and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
OTHER

To be consistent with the Florida Accessibility code and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

Yes

7/22/2012

Pending Review

1601.1, 1801.1

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5263  74

Related Modifications

5390

Summary of Modification

Carry forward from 2010 FBC to specify that in HVHZ the requirements of 1612 apply in flood hazard areas.

Rationale

Carry forward modifications approved for the 2010 FBC that were recommended in 2009 by Commission’s Flood Resistant Standards 

Workgroup to make Florida-specific amendments to be clear that in HVHZ, the requirements of 1612 applies to locations that are also 

in flood hazard areas.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact; carry forward.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact; carry forward.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact; carry forward.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarifies which requirements apply.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Clarifies which requirements apply.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No change to materials requirements

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves clarity as to requirements found in different parts of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
2
6
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jaime Gascon Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

This MOD references sections of the HVHZ that have been deleted.  MOD 5425 contains all the flood provisions being proposed 

in this MOD.  Therefore, preference is to approve MOD 5425.

Comment:
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

1612, 202, 1403.7, 1603.1.7, 1804.4

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5271  75

Related Modifications

5138

Summary of Modification

Limits application of Coastal A Zone requirements only if the CAZ is delineated on a map or designated by the community. Submitted 

as public comment at suggestion of IBC Structural Committee (S102-12).

Rationale

The IBC Structural Committee viewed S102-12 favorably, but requested modification of language in the definitions of “Coastal A Zone” 

and “Limit of Moderate Wave Action.”  Those changes have been approved by a ballot by the ASCE 24 committee. 

 

Currently the FBC, Building, by reference to ASCE 24-05, requires the designer to determine if Coastal A Zone conditions are present.  

And ASCE 24 already requires buildings in Coastal A Zones to meet the same requirements as Coastal High Hazard Areas (Zone V).  

The next edition of ASCE 24 is nearing its final draft; the next edition will specify that the Coastal A Zone is recognized only if the Limit 

of Moderate Wave Action is shown on the map, or if the CAZ is otherwise designated by the community (a small number of Florida 

communities do this).  Thus, designers and communities will no longer that to do site-by-site evaluations to determine wave conditions 

in areas outside of the Zone V.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Facilitates enforcement and compliance by clarifying where the CAZ requirements apply.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Facilitates enforcement and compliance by clarifying where the CAZ requirements apply.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Facilitates enforcement and compliance by clarifying where the CAZ requirements apply.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Recognizes moderate wave conditions only where such conditions are identified on a map or otherwise designated.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Recognizes moderate wave conditions only where such conditions are identified on a map or otherwise designated.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Recognizes moderate wave conditions only where such conditions are identified on a map or otherwise designated.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

1612, 202, 1403.7, 1603.1.7, 1804.4

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5274  76

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Achieves terminology consistency between the building code, the residential code and ASCE 24. Approved as Submitted for the 2015 

IBC (S103-12).

Rationale

S103-12, Approved as Submitted by FEMA for the foundation IBC, makes changes in the Building Code (similar changes proposed in 

Plumbing and Mechanical), everywhere the term “flood hazard areas subject to high velocity wave action” appears, replace with 

“coastal high hazard area.”  The two terms are exactly the same.  This change will mean consistency of terms between the Building 

code, ASCE 24, the Residential Code, and the NFIP.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

1612.1

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5265  77

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Florida-specific addition of a table that identifies the location of all flood provisions in the family of Florida Building Codes.

Rationale

Carry forward modification approved for the 2010 FBC that was recommended in 2009 by Commission’s Flood Resistant Standards 

Workgroup to include this table that identifies all sections in the family of codes that have flood provisions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Information only.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Information only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Information only.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Improves understanding of the flood provisions.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Improves understanding of the flood provisions.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Improves understanding of the flood provisions.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves understanding of the flood provisions.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

1612.4

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5267  78

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Permit dry floodproofing of nonresidential buildings in flood hazard areas identified as Coastal A Zones if they are designed in 

accordance with ASCE 24 to account for wave loads and the potential for erosion and local scour. Approved as 2010 FBC glitch

Rationale

Carry forward amendment approved in the 2012 Glitch cycle.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Increases options to elevate or protect buildings in Coastal A Zones.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Allows building and property owners to dry floodproof nonresidential buildings in Coastal A Zones, which increases the options 

available for providing the required level of protection.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This code change will allow use of dry floodproofing methods  for nonresidential buildings in Coastal A Zones, which increases 

the options available for providing the required level of protection.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Permits a protection method acceptable to the NFIP

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Permits a protection method acceptable to the NFIP

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t change existing requirement for use of flood-damage resistant materials below the BFE/DFE.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Permits a protection method acceptable to the NFIP
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

1612.5

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5269  79

Related Modifications

5293

Summary of Modification

Modifies foundation code to use Florida-specific title for professionals licensed by the state to perform land (and elevation) surveys.

Rationale

Florida statute clearly specifies that only “land surveyor and mappers” can perform surveys (section 472, F.S.).  The term “registered 

design professional” is broadly defined, it is specific to “design” professions.  Land surveying is not commonly considered a “design” 

profession.   The Structural TAC commented on this during the 2010 code cycle.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Clarification only.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Clarification only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Clarification only.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarification only.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Clarification only.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Steven Dwinell

No

7/31/2012

Pending Review

1816.1.7

Pending Review

No18

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5801  80

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify language to state that contracts offered for termite protection compy with Chapter 482, F.S., the Florida Structural Pest Control 

Act.

Rationale

The proposed modification would clarify that contracts offered for termite protection be in compliance with the Florida Structural Pest 

Control Act, Chapter 482, F.S.  Building officials could verify compliance by consulting with the Florida Department of Agriculture and 

Consumer Services, rather than review and interpret the contract itself.  The proposed modification would increase consistency of 

application of this code provision by allowing this consultation rather than requiring interpretation of contracts by the building official.    

In addition, termite protection contract requirements are periodically changed when Chapter 482, F.S. and its associated rules are 

amended.  This modification would allow this provision to stay current without additional code modifications.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No fiscal impact is anticipated.  The proposed modification would simplify determination of compliance since code officials could 

consult with the Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services to determine compliance rather than having to review and 

interpret these contracts.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact is anticipated.  Contracts must already be provided as required by Chapter 482, F.S.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact is anticipated.  Contracts must already be provided as required by Chapter 482, F.S.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

The proposed code modification clarifies that termite protection contracts be in compliance with the Florida Structural Pest 

Control Act, Chapter 482, F.S.  Termite protection contracts protect the public by requiring retreatment or damage repair when 

preventive treatments fail.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The proposed code modification improves the code by making interpretation of this provision more consistent, since building 

officials could verify compliance by consulting with the Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services, rather than 

review and interpret the contract itself.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

The proposed modication does not discriminate against legal termite protection contracts since all contracts must be in 

compliance with Chapter 482, F.S.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposed code modification improves the effectiveness of the code as described above.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jim Blaney Submitted 8/22/2012 NoAttachments

I am in support of this building code modification. As a pesticide applicator, I am governed by Chapter 482 and new construction 

building inspectors are responsible to the Florida Building Code. This will tie the two together and eliminate the need to interpret 

FBC 1816.1.7 and resulting disagreements in those interpretations. It will also allow everyone to be in compliance of the 

department that they are governed by.

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
8
0
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Richard Alsen Submitted 8/23/2012 NoAttachments

I strongly support this building code modification as current verbage discriminates against state approved subertanean termite 

baiting systems.  It will allow for easier interpretation.  This will bring the two together allowing for compliance for all.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

3
  

Proponent  Laura Claypool Submitted 9/4/2012 NoAttachments

The wording of having a &quot;signed contract for Five years&quot; provided prior to the pouring of the slab needs to be omitted. 

As a pest control provider, our contract for baiting in new construction is for first year paid by the builder with four more 

renewable years upon payment of contract by homeonwer. This is very confussing and up for interpretation by Building Officals 

looking for a Five Year contract, not accepting &quot;four renewable years&quot;. This is holding up homes for builders and 

allowing officials to interpret our chapter 487. Also is it is not renewed after closing by the homeowner, that is not relavent to the 

code. Please remove any language stating a five year contract. Allowing pest control compaines wishing to install baiting 

systems for their builders a smooth process without being denied by inspectors/officals.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

4
  

Proponent  Charlene Mertz Submitted 9/20/2012 NoAttachments

I am opposed to the proposed modification of section 1816.1.7.  As I understand it, there are 3 options for termite protection: 

liquid soil, wood, and bait stations.  The latter, bait stations, offers only notification of a problem, thus delivering zero protection 

on the actual structure.  The soil and wood treatments offer residual protection for several years.  The 5 year prepaid warrenty is 

vital in the protection of the consumer.  Given the unstable economic status and challenges of survival consumers face, the 

proposed change leaves a wide open door for structural damage via termites on an untreated property.  Pest Control Companies 

can demand annual payment or removal of the stations.  Leaving the code as is at least offers 5 years inclusive with no 

additional monies exchanged.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

5
  

Proponent  John Cooksey Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

I support of this building code modification. As a pesticide applicator, I am governed by Chapter 482 and new construction 

building inspectors are responsible to the Florida Building Code. This will tie the two together and eliminate the need to interpret 

FBC 1816.1.7 and resulting disagreements in those interpretations. It will also allow everyone to be in compliance of the 

department that they are governed by.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

6
  

Proponent  Kidwell Raymond Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

I support the modification.

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
8
0
1
-G

7
  

Proponent  Blackburn Jude Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

I am opposed to the proposed modification of section 1816.1.7.  As I understand it, there are 3 options for termite protection: 

liquid soil, wood, and bait stations. Bait stations offer only evidence of termite presence after the fact and offer no true 

preventative measure, this method delivers no protection whatsoever on the actual structure.  The soil and wood treatments offer 

residual protection for several years.  The 5 year prepaid warranty is vital in the protection of the consumer. Leaving the code as 

is at least offers 5 years inclusive with no additional monies exchanged, thus providing consumers protection from exposure to 

termite damage.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

8
  

Proponent  David Cooksey Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

I am strongly in favor of the proposed changes.  It allows the agency in charge of regulating our industry to interpret the code that 

applies to us.  This allows greater clarity for the operator and a more consistent interpretation of the code for the consumer. In 

addition it puts the &quot;greener&quot; termite products (baits) on an even playing field with the liquid termiticides.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

9
  

Proponent  Joe Hughes Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

I am a Florida Certified Pest Control Operator with over 25 years experience.  I am opposed to the proposed modification to 

Florida Building Code 1816.1.7.  The proposed modification is to make the warranty criteria the same for bait station termite 

pretreats as it is for soil and wood termite pretreats.  Currently if you perform a termite pretreat with bait stations the pest 

company has to maintain the stations for 5 years.  The original purpose of this requirement was to protect the consumer because 

of the ability for pest companies to remove the stations if the homeowner did not pay for the warranty.  If the stations were 

removed then there would be no termite protection on that house.  Wood and soil treatments only require a one year prepaid 

warranty followed with an option for the homeowner to renew for an additional 4 years.  This warranty stipulation is different 

because both wood and soil treatments are applied to the structure and cannot be removed.  If the homeowner decides not to 

continue the warranty they at least have a treatment on the home that will protect against termite attack.  If this change is allowed 

it will force homeowners to pay for a termite warranty or have all termite protection removed from their home.  This could leave 

thousands of homes in Florida totally unprotected against termite attack.  The fact is that most consumers do not have any idea 

what type of termite treatment the builder has purchased for their new home.  They only find out after they have closed on the 

home .  They  expect that the price they paid for the home includes a treatment that will protect their home against termite attack.  

Another interesting fact from an article written in the Sun Sentinel in May of 2000, it was stated that most new homeowners do 

not renew their termite warranties.  This means that if the new home is pretreated with bait stations, the home will be left with no 

termite protection.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

1
0
  

Proponent  al formella Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

I am in support of this building code modification. As a pesticide applicator, I am governed by Chapter 482 and new construction 

building inspectors are responsible to the Florida Building Code.

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
8
0
1
-G

1
1
  

Proponent  Stacey Miller Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

I am a Certfied Operator for a Pest Control company here in Jacksonville Florida. I am looking in a homeowners perspective 

about the modification that should NOT go through. This code is to protect the consumer if you change the building code to 

accomodate bait station users this will NOT protect the consumers. My Opinion is bait stations should not be a stand alone 

pretreatment method since termites forage randomly and there is no residual left in the soil (under the slab) there are only 

stations on the exterior. The code should STAND THE SAME and NOT be changed since there is no residual left under the slab 

at the time of pretreatment with baiting stations. Florida is an excessive moisture state and should require liquid pretreatment for 

ALL there slabs in my opinion which in turn will protect the homeowner.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

1
2
  

Proponent  Joe Hughes Submitted 9/22/2012 NoAttachments

I have been a certified pest control operator in Florida for approximately 45 years and I oppose the modification to section 

1816.1.7. I would never offer a bait system on new construction.  As a respected pest professional I understand that some 

consumers may not be able to afford a termite warranty but I don’t think they should be left without protection when other 

treatments would remain effective..  If this change is allowed it will cause many homeowners to lose their termite protection just 

because they cannot pay for the warranty.  Under the current code they are protected for at least 5 years.  I would prefer to 

provide soil or wood treatment so that the homeowner would have continued protection even if they cannot afford the warranty.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

1
3
  

Proponent  Suzanne Graham Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

I support this modification.  

This modification has been overlooked during the last 2 code cycles.  

This modification is merely codifying what the Florida Building Commission approved back in 2003.

In 2003 this issue came before the Florida Building Commission.  I was the original Petitioner of the Declaratory Statement 

DCA03-DEC-222.

As Petitioner I was seeking clarification regarding the provisions of Section 1816.1, Florida Building Code - Building Volume 

(2001 as amended 6/30/2003), regarding termite protection. 

Petitioner seeks to determine: 1) Whether Section 1816.1, Florida Building Code, requires new construction builders and 

homeowners choosing termite baiting systems using termiticides registered in Florida and labeled for use as new construction 

termite control, to be required to contract for five 

years of service to comply with the Code; and

 2) whether Section 1816.1, Florida Building Code, requires that the standard contract wording required by the Department of 

Agriculture and Consumer 

Services, Chapter 482, Florida Statutes (2002), providing for one year of service and guaranteeing the property owner the option 

to renew service for no less than an additional four years complies with the Code.  

Conclusions of Law:

1) builders choosing termite baiting systems using termiticides registered in Florida and labeled for use as new construction 

termite control are required to contract for five years of service to comply with the Florida Building Code, however, the Code does 

not require prepayment;

2) the Florida Building Code Commission has no authority to interpret Chapter 482, Florida Statutes. Contracts for the prevention 

of subterranean termites in new construction must meet the requirements in Chapter 482, Florida Statutes, and Chapter 5E-14, 

Florida Administrative Code.

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
8
0
1
-G

1
4
  

Proponent  Suzanne Graham Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

I support this modification.  

This modification has been overlooked during the last 2 code cycles.  

This modification is merely codifying what the Florida Building Commission approved back in 2003.

In 2003 this issue came before the Florida Building Commission.  I was the original Petitioner of the Declaratory Statement 

DCA03-DEC-222.

As Petitioner I was seeking clarification regarding the provisions of Section 1816.1, Florida Building Code - Building Volume 

(2001 as amended 6/30/2003), regarding termite protection. 

Petitioner seeks to determine: 1) Whether Section 1816.1, Florida Building Code, requires new construction builders and 

homeowners choosing termite baiting systems using termiticides registered in Florida and labeled for use as new construction 

termite control, to be required to contract for five 

years of service to comply with the Code; and

 2) whether Section 1816.1, Florida Building Code, requires that the standard contract wording required by the Department of 

Agriculture and Consumer 

Services, Chapter 482, Florida Statutes (2002), providing for one year of service and guaranteeing the property owner the option 

to renew service for no less than an additional four years complies with the Code.  

Conclusions of Law:

1) builders choosing termite baiting systems using termiticides registered in Florida and labeled for use as new construction 

termite control are required to contract for five years of service to comply with the Florida Building Code, however, the Code does 

not require prepayment;

2) the Florida Building Code Commission has no authority to interpret Chapter 482, Florida Statutes. Contracts for the prevention 

of subterranean termites in new construction must meet the requirements in Chapter 482, Florida Statutes, and Chapter 5E-14, 

Florida Administrative Code.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

1
5
  

Proponent  Priscilla Wenner Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

I am opposed to the proposed modification to section 1816.1.7.  I am a homeowner that is retired and living on social security.  

While I know it is important to maintain a termite warranty on my home sometimes finances prevent people from maintaining 

their warranty.  When I bought my new home I had no idea what type of termite treatment was performed.  If it had been a bait 

system I would not had known that it would be necessary to continue a maintenance program to keep my home protected from 

termites.  I would have been especially upset to find out that the pest company could remove the stations and leave my home 

totally unprotected against termites if I could not pay for the warranty.  I would be forced to continue the coverage or lose all 

protection for termites on my home. I would probably have to either have no protection on my house or I would have to eliminate 

one of my prescription medications or lower my grocery expense. At least with a soil or wood treatment my home would be 

protected even if I could not afford the warranty.  When you buy a home you expect it to have some type of protection for 

termites that cannot be removed.  If you allow this change it will have devastating effects on senior citizens in Florida.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
0
1
-G

1
6
  

Proponent  Marcie Downing Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

I support this modification.  

The proposed building code modification will create a consistent interpretation of the requirements for all termite treatments used 

for new construction termite protection.  Florida State Statute Ch 482/ FAC 5E-14.105.3 requires that pest control licensees 

provide a contract to property owners for all new construction termite treatments.  This contract must include a warranty for 

retreatment and/or retreatment and damage repair for one year with the option for automatic renewal for up to four additional 

years upon payment of an annual renewal fee.   At this time, there is an inequitable condition stipulated for a subset of products 

that already comply with Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services (FDACS) Statute (Chapter 482).  This 

modification will also redirect disputed termite contract language to the FDACS whose function it is to regulate all pest control 

contracts. Lastly, the proposed modification would codify the Declaratory Statement DCA03-DEC-222 which was passed in 2003.

Comment:
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Attachments

Suzanne Davis

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

2902.2

Pending Review

No29
Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5224  81

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Rationale

To continue Commission policy in formatting Chapter 29 and to implement the FBC process for the 2013 FBC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
OTHER

To continue Commission policy in formatting Chapter 29 and to implement the FBC process for the 2013 FBC.

Explanation of Choice

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

DOUG MELVIN

No

7/20/2012

Pending Review

3003

Pending Review

No30
Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5463  82

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

DELETE 3003.3 in the 2012 base code & REPLACE section strikethrough in its entirety with underlined text to read as follows:

Rationale

This change incorporates language that corresponds with emergency access requirements of Florida Statute 399.15(1)(a) that all 

elevators operating in a building that is six or more stories in height must operate in emergency situations with one master key 

designated for the emergency response region where the elevator is located.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There will not be any cost related to this modification.  This modification corrects the section 3003.3 reference in 2012  

International Building Code (IBC) revisions. The benefit will be to formalize the triennial code version for equitable enforcement.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

There will not be any cost related to this modification. Costs will be incorporated in new building design to include hallway, lobby, 

and cab control panel emergency access keys. The IBC code merge benefits the industry with new safety requirements in the 

triennial code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There will not be any cost related to this modification.  This section merges the 2012 IBC revisions and the 2010 Florida 

Supplements.  The industry is already manufacturing code compliant equipment.  The benefit will be to formalize the triennial 

code version for equitable compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

The migration of the 2010 FBC, Florida Supplement and the 2012 IBC code provides for the enhanced health, safety, and welfare 

of the general public consistent with the industry.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The use of the statutory reference in the base code enhances the ASME A17 Safety Code for Elevators and Escalators to 

strengthen and improve the Florida Elevator Safety Code, and provide equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of 

construction.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This code merge does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This code merge does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

DOUG MELVIN

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

3007

Pending Review

No30
Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5242  83

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

REVISE Section 3007.7 to DELETE Section reference 708.14.1 and REPLACE it with Section reference 713.14.1:

Rationale

This change incorporates the section reference 713.14.1 with the section titled Elevator lobby, under SHAFT ENCLOSURES, within 

the 2012 IBC and the 2013 FBC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There will not be any cost related to this modification.  This modification corrects the section reference in  2012  International 

Building Code (IBC) revisions.  The benefit will be to formalize the triennial code version for equitable enforcement.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Costs remain unchanged with this 2012 IBC code modification to ensure section compliance to benefit the industry.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There will not be any cost related to this modification.  This modification merges the 2012 IBC  revisions and the 2010 Florida 

Supplements.  The benefit will be to formalize the triennial code version for equitable compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

By referencing the correct section, the migration of the 2010 FBC, Florida Supplement and the 2012 IBC code provides for the 

enhanced health, safety, and welfare of the general public consistent with the industry.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The use of the correct reference in the base code enhances the Florida Elevator Safety Code, and provides equivalent or better 

products, methods, or systems of construction.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This code merge does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This code merge does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

DOUG MELVIN

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

3007

Pending Review

No30
Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5245  84

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

REVISE Section 3007.6 to DELETE Section reference 708 and REPLACE it with Section reference 713:

Rationale

This change incorporates the reference Section 713 with the section titled SHAFT ENCLOSURES within the 2012 IBC and the 2013 

FBC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There will not be any cost related to this modification.  This modification corrects the section reference in 2012  International 

Building Code (IBC) revisions. The benefit will be to formalize the triennial code version for equitable enforcement.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Costs remain unchanged in this 2012 IBC code merge to ensure equitable section reference compliance and benefit the industry 

with new safety requirements in the triennial code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There will not be any cost related to this modification.  This section reference modification merges the 2012 IBC revisions and the 

2010 Florida Supplements.  The benefit will be to formalize the triennial code version for equitable compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

By referencing the correct section, the migration of the 2010 FBC, Florida Supplement and the 2012 IBC code provides for the 

enhanced health, safety, and welfare of the general public consistent with the industry.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The use of the correct section reference in the base code enhances the ASME A17 Safety Code for Elevators and Escalators to 

strengthen and improve the Florida Elevator Safety Code, and provide equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of 

construction.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This code merge does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This code merge does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

DOUG MELVIN

No

7/18/2012

Pending Review

3008

Pending Review

No30
Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5251  85

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

DELETE SECTION NUMBER section 3008.2 and strikethrough text from Florida Supplement and RENUMBER as section number 

3008.1.2 and ADD underline text to read as follows:

Rationale

This change utilizes the 2012 IBC base code language for Occupant Evacuation Elevators and revises the code references.  The 

overall revision will integrate a change to include Florida Fire Prevention Code and remove International Fire Code from the 2010 FBC 

Florida Supplement and the 2012 IBC base code to update the 2013 Florida Building Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There will not be any cost related to this modification.  This modification merges 

International Building Code (IBC) revisions and the Florida Building Code (FBC). The benefit 

will be to formalize the triennial code for equitable enforcement.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

There will not be any building or property owner cost related to this code compliance modification. This modification merges 2012 

IBC code revisions into the 2013 FBC. The benefit will be to formalize the triennial code for equitable code compliance.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There will not be any industry cost related to this code compliance modification. This modification merges the 2012 IBC code 

revisions into the 2013 FBC. The benefit will be to formalize the triennial code for equitable code compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

The migration of the 2010 FBC, Florida Supplement and the 2012 IBC code provides for the 

enhanced health, safety, and welfare of the general public consistent with the industry.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

It will harmonize the FBC 2010 and IBC 2012 base Referenced Standards to strengthen and improve the Florida Building Code, 

and provide equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This code merge does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of 

construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This code merge does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Special Occupancy
Proposed Code Modifications
2013 Florida Building Code - Full Report
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TAC: Special Occupancy

Total Mods for Special Occupancy: 35

Sub Code: Building
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Attachments

DOUG MELVIN

No

7/18/2012

Pending Review

3012

Pending Review

No30
Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5272  1

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

ADD & REVISE Sections 3012.1.3, 3012.1.4 and 3012.1.7 in the 2010 Florida Building Code with additional text, to ADD to the Florida 

Supplement and to 2013 FBC regarding Bulletin Boards.

Rationale

The change reflects industry norms to utilize a larger messaging format within the cab enclosure and revises language in the 2010 

Florida Building Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There will not be any cost related to this modification.  This modification merges 

revisions into the Florida Building Code (FBC). The benefit will be to formalize the triennial code for equitable enforcement.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

There will not be any cost related to this modification. The IBC code merge with the FBC will ensure equitable compliance and 

benefit the industry with new safety requirements in the triennial code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There will not be any cost related to this modification. This modification merges Florida Supplement code revisions and the FBC. 

The benefit will be to formalize the triennial code for equitable compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

The migration of the 2010 FBC, Florida Supplement and the 2012 IBC code provides for the 

enhanced health, safety, and welfare of the general public consistent with the industry.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This modification will harmonize the FBC 2010 to strengthen and improve the 2013 Florida Building Code, and provide equivalent 

or better products, methods, or systems of construction.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This code merge does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of 

construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This code merge does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Gene Chalecki

No

7/26/2012

Pending Review

3109

Pending Review

No31
Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5676  2

Related Modifications

No related modifications required.

Summary of Modification

This is to correct a scrivener's error that was introduced into the 2010 FBC.

Rationale

This proposed mod is to correct a scrivener&#39;s error that was introduced in the printed version of the 2010 FBC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

The proposed mod relates solely to correcting a scrivener&#39;s error in the printed version of the 2010 FBC.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The proposed mod relates solely to correcting a scrivener&#39;s error in the printed version of the 2010 FBC.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

The proposed mod relates solely to correcting a scrivener&#39;s error in the printed version of the 2010 FBC.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposed mod relates solely to correcting a scrivener&#39;s error in the printed version of the 2010 FBC.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

3500

Pending Review

No35

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5138  3

Related Modifications

YES –the one with CAZ/LiMWA; and R43

Summary of Modification

Update reference to ASCE 24, Flood Resistant Design and Construction, to the upcoming 2012 edition. Approved as Submitted for 

2015 IBC.

Rationale

The next edition of ASCE 24 is nearing its final draft (and copies will be provided before the October TAC meetings).  Publication is 

expected either late 2012 or early 2013.  Approved as Submitted by FEMA for the 2015 IBC.  

Many changes have been approved by committee ballot that will clarify but not change the requirements.  Three of the more significant 

changes to requirements that have either passed the ballot or are being balloted include:

Specify that Coastal A Zones are recognized only if the Limit of Moderate Wave Action is shown on the map or if the CAZ is otherwise 

designated by the AHJ (S102-12, public comments submitted for Approve as Modified in response to the IBC Structural committee 

suggestion).  This eliminates the uncertainty as to whether moderate wave conditions are present, which currently has to be 

determined by designers on a case-by-case basis.  

For buildings in Coastal High Hazard Areas (Zone V) and CAZ, eliminates elevation differences that were a function of orientation of 

the lowest horizontal structural members relative to the direction of wave approach.  

Permits shallow foundations in Coastal A Zones; permits stem wall foundations in Coastal A Zone if backfilled with soil or gravel to the 

underside of the floor slab and if deep footings account for erosion and local scour.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Enforcement will be more straightforward if the CAZ requirements apply only where the LiMWA is delineated or the CAZ is 

otherwise designated by the community (which is done by a small number of Florida communities).

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Determination of design factors will be more straightforward.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Cost to determine design factors will go down because determination of CAZ wave conditions not required on site-by-site basis.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Code will recognize moderate wave conditions where delineated or designated.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Doesn’t affect products.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Makes enforcement and compliance more straightforward.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Bryan Holland

No

7/2/2012

Pending Review

NFPA

Pending Review

No35

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP4919  4

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Updates the NFPA 780 reference to the most current edition (2011).

Rationale

The 2011 update to NFPA-780, Standard for the Installation of Lightning Protection Systems, obsoletes earlier versions. 

Some highlights are summarized below:

Chapter 4, &quot;Protection for Ordinary Structures,&quot; is clarified and has new details on air terminals, bonding, stand-off 

calculations, grounding, and surge protection.

Chapter 8, &quot;Explosives Storage,&quot; is 100% re-written. Note to military readers: These details exceed many military 

codes. Protection methods specified in this chapter may be applied elsewhere by &quot;authorities having jurisdiction&quot; (AHJs).

Annex A, &quot;Explanatory Material,&quot; is a must-read section. See page 38, Figure A.4.7.4.1, for an illustration of the Rolling 

Sphere Method.

Annex L, &quot;Risk Management,&quot; is a total re-write.

Annex M, &quot;Personal Safety,&quot; contains much new information. This is the ONLY section where personal safety is 

discussed/ don’t look for any such information in Chapter 4 or elsewhere.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. The NFPA 780 is a referenced standard in the FBC and mandated by section 419, 420, and 423.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. Lightning protection protects lives &amp; property.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes.  Replaces an obsolete edition of the standard.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Yes.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Yes.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Sub Code: Existing Building
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5277  5

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Carry forward from 2010 FBC, Existing Building and modify definition of “substantial improvement” for consistency with 2015 IBC 

proposal Approved as Submitted (G23-12).

Rationale

Carry forward modifications approved for the 2010 FBC that were recommended in 2009 by Commission’s Flood Resistant Standards 

Workgroup make Florida-specific amendments.  For NFIP consistency, the definition “existing structures” is specific to flood hazard 

areas.  Definition “local floodplain management ordinance” implements section 553.73(5), F.S.  Modifications to the definition of 

“substantial improvement” were Approved as Submitted by ICC Group A for 2015 IBC/IEBC (G23-12).

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact; carry forward.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact; carry forward.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact; carry forward.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

No impact; carry forward.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

No impact; carry forward.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect requirements for materials, products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

YES

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
2
7
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change was submitted to the ICC process.

The change is unnecessary, the reference to section 1612 for flood is unneeded, all flood loading is regulated by section 1612. 

The change for substantial Improvement is unneeded as alteration is included in the 2012 IEBC definition and   “other” is 

unnecessary, if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for inclusion into the 2015 IEBC.

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

402.2, 403.2, 404.5, 408.2, 601.3, 606.2.4, 701.3,

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5573  6

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

For compliance with flood provisions, refer to the FBC, Building or FBC, Residential, as applicable. Approved as Submitted (EB-14) 

and FEMA will submit public comment to extend to rest of the EB as shown here.

Rationale

Approved as Submitted for 2015 IBC Group A (EB14-12) to modify 1302.6 only; at the suggestion of the IBC committee FEMA 

submitted a public comment to modify the proposal to as shown here.  

This modification carries the proposed language in EB14 to other flood provisions of the IEBC.  The justification for making the change 

to Section 1302.6 extends to those other flood provisions.  If a state or community adopts the IEBC and applies it to all buildings, 

including dwellings within the scope of the IRC, it is appropriate that when existing dwellings are required to be brought into 

compliance because of substantial improvement that compliance be determined by the IRC.  For dwellings within the scope of the IRC 

there is one significant difference between compliance with Sec. 1612 and compliance with R322 – Sec. 1612 by reference to ASCE 

24 requires an additional foot of elevation.  Thus existing dwellings would be required to meet a different standard than new dwellings.  

This proposal would require compliance with the IRC, thus avoiding unequal treatment.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Makes enforcement of SI requirements consistent with requirements for new dwellings.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Makes enforcement of SI requirements consistent with requirements for new dwellings.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Slightly reduces costs of bringing dwellings into compliance when SI/SD is determined because the added foot of elevation 

required by 1612/ASCE 24 isn’t required.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Treats existing dwellings (SI/SD) the same as new dwellings.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

No effect on products.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No effect on materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Compliance of SI/SD dwellings will be same as new dwellings in flood hazard areas.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
5
7
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change was submitted to the ICC process.

The change is unnecessary, if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for inclusion into the 2015 IEBC. 

The new Model Flood Ordinance form DEM very adequately covers this issue. 

 The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

1103.5

Pending Review

No11

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5279  7

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Separates new and replacement foundations from repairs of foundations. Approved as Submitted for 2015 IEBC (EBG13-12).

Rationale

New foundations and replacement foundations are new structures and should comply with the code requirements for new structures 

rather than be treated the same as raised/extended foundations.  The situation with a new or replacement foundation is similar to 

relocated or moved buildings which are covered by Chapter 13.  Section 1302.6 requires the foundations for moved or relocated 

buildings to comply with the requirements for new structures. Approved as Submitted by FEMA for the 2015 IEBC (EB13-12).

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impacts on communities.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This provision applies to projects that already propose to build a new foundation or a replacement foundation.  Because new and 

replacement foundations should already be considered new structures, there shouldn’t be any increase in cost. Some increase if 

not SI under current code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This provision applies to projects that already propose to build a new foundation or a replacement foundation.  Because new and 

replacement foundations should already be considered new structures, there shouldn’t be any increase in cost. Some increase if 

not SI under current code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

The very small number of replacement and new foundations will have to comply, resulting in better protected buildings.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Doesn’t affect methods.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
2
7
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change was submitted to the ICC process.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)  if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for inclusion into the 2015 

IEBC.

 The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Sub Code: Fuel Gas

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 326 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 326 of 427



Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5282  8

Related Modifications

5283, 5285

Summary of Modification

Achieves consistency in the definitions across all codes. Approved as Submitted by FEMA as G8-12.

Rationale

This proposal brings this definition in the FBC, Fuel Gas Code into consistency with the definition that is already in the Building Code.  

Approved as Submitted by FEMA for 2015 IPC, IMC, and IFGC (G8-12).

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
2
8
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Thomas Allen Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is unnecessary, this is not information needed in the fuel gas code, and it is in the building code already in the flood 

requirements.

It has been submitted to the I-Code process and has been approved “As Submitted” by the code committee, however it still has 

to go to the final action hearing in October to be included in the 2015 IPC,  if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for 

inclusion into the 2015 IPC.

The provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 2010 FBC

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
2
8
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is unnecessary, this is not information needed in the fuel gas code, and it is in the building code already in the flood 

requirements.

It has been submitted to the I-Code process and has been approved “As Submitted” by the code committee, however it still has 

to go to the final action hearing in October to be included in the 2015 IPC,  if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for 

inclusion into the 2015 IPC.

The provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 2010 FBC

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Sub Code: Mechanical
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5283  9

Related Modifications

5282, 5285

Summary of Modification

Achieves consistency in the definitions across all codes. Approved as Submitted by FEMA as G8-12.

Rationale

This proposal brings this definition in the FBC, Mechanical Code into consistency with the definition that is already in the Building 

Code.  

Approved as Submitted by FEMA for 2015 IPC, IMC, and IFGC (G8-12).

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
2
8
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is unnecessary, this is not information needed in the mechanical code, and it is in the building code already in the 

flood requirements.

It has been submitted to the I-Code process and has been approved “As Submitted” by the code committee, however it still has 

to go to the final action hearing in October to be included in the 2015 IPC,  if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for 

inclusion into the 2015 IPC.

The provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 2010 FBC

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/26/2012

Pending Review

M301.13.1

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5679  10

Related Modifications

5138, 5271

Summary of Modification

Limits application of Coastal A Zone requirements only if the CAZ is delineated on a map or designated by the community. Submitted 

as public comment at suggestion of IBC Structural Committee (S102-12).

Rationale

Consistency with same changes in FBC, Building.  The IBC Structural Committee viewed S102-12 favorably, but requested 

modification of language in the definitions of “Coastal A Zone” and “Limit of Moderate Wave Action.”  Those changes have been 

approved by a ballot by the ASCE 24 committee. 

 

Currently the FBC, Building, by reference to ASCE 24-05, requires the designer to determine if Coastal A Zone conditions are present.  

And ASCE 24 already requires buildings in Coastal A Zones to meet the same requirements as Coastal High Hazard Areas (Zone V).  

The next edition of ASCE 24 is nearing its final draft; the next edition will specify that the Coastal A Zone is recognized only if the Limit 

of Moderate Wave Action is shown on the map, or if the CAZ is otherwise designated by the community (a small number of Florida 

communities do this).  Thus, designers and communities will no longer that to do site-by-site evaluations to determine wave conditions 

in areas outside of the Zone V.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Facilitates enforcement and compliance by clarifying where the CAZ requirements apply.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Facilitates enforcement and compliance by clarifying where the CAZ requirements apply.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Facilitates enforcement and compliance by clarifying where the CAZ requirements apply.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Recognizes moderate wave conditions only where such conditions are identified on a map or otherwise designated.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Recognizes moderate wave conditions only where such conditions are identified on a map or otherwise designated.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Recognizes moderate wave conditions only where such conditions are identified on a map or otherwise designated.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/26/2012

Pending Review

M301.13

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5682  11

Related Modifications

5271

Summary of Modification

Achieves terminology consistency between the building code, the residential code and ASCE 24. Approved as Submitted for the 2015 

IBC (S103-12).

Rationale

S103-12, Approved as Submitted by FEMA for the foundation IBC, IMC and IPC.  Makes changes everywhere the term “flood hazard 

areas subject to high velocity wave action” appears, replace with “coastal high hazard area.”  The two terms are exactly the same.  

This change will mean consistency of terms between the Building code, ASCE 24, the Residential Code, and the NFIP.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
6
8
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change was submitted to the ICC process.

This change is editorial in nature and is unnecessary, if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for inclusion into the 2015 

IPC.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/17/2012

Pending Review

515

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5223  12

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific criteria for mausoleums.

Rationale

Florida-specific criteria for venting family mausoleum unit are currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code and should be included in the 

2013 Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
OTHER

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

Explanation of Choice

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
2
2
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for carbon monoxide control provisions as per 553.885 FS.

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
2
2
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

No justification was given other in 2010 code

The provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 2010 FBC

 Because a code provision was in the 2010 FBC does not make it Florida specific.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Plumbing
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5285  13

Related Modifications

5282, 5283

Summary of Modification

Achieves consistency in the definitions across all codes. Approved as Submitted by FEMA as G8-12.

Rationale

This proposal brings this definition in the FBC, Plumbing Code into consistency with the definition that is already in the Building Code.  

Approved as Submitted by FEMA for 2015 IPC, IMC, and IFGC (G8-12).

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Consistency of definitions across all codes.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Consistency of definitions across all codes.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
2
8
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change was submitted to the ICC process.

This change is unnecessary, this is not information needed in the plumbing code, and it is in the building code already in the 

flood requirements.

It has been submitted to the I-Code process and has been approved “As Submitted” by the code committee, however it still has 

to go to the final action hearing in October to be included in the 2015 IPC,  if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for 

inclusion into the 2015 IPC.

The provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 2010 FBC

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/19/2012

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5322  14

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with Florida Statute (ss. 381.0065-381.0067) and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Rationale

To be consistent with Florida Statute 381.0065-381.0067 and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
OTHER

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
3
2
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal adds new definition for “bedroom” as per HB 704.

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
S

P
5
3
2
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

Private sewage disposal requirements and systems are not regulated by the plumbing code. This is a DOH requirement and 

does not belong in the plumbing code, a reference to Florida Statute 381.0065-381.0067 would be sufficient

Comment:
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Attachments

Eberhard Roeder

No

8/2/2012

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5997  15

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Make definitions consistent with Florida Statutes and onsite sewage treatment and disposal regulations in 64E-6, Florida 

Administrative Code

Rationale

Florida Statutes provide several definitions that differ from the base code.  The Department of Health is the regulatory authority 

permitting onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems (381.0065(2)(b),(d),(j); 381.0065(3)(a)(b)(k), Fl. Statutes). 64E-6, FAC, 

provides specifications for them.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Proposal simplifies enforcement by making definitions consistent with current Florida Statutes and onsite sewage regulations.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Sewage contains pathogens, and treatment and disposal of it is necessary for the protection of health, safety and welfare.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The proposed language is consistent with Florida Statutes and Administrative Code and avoids confusion.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Not applicable to definitions.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

By making the building code and the onsite sewage treatment code more consistent with each other the code system overall will 

become more effective.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
9
9
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

Private sewage disposal requirements and systems are not regulated by the plumbing code.  This is a DOH requirement and 

does not belong in the plumbing code, a reference to Florida Statute (381.0065(2)(b),(d),(j); 381.0065(3)(a)(b)(k),  and 64E-6 

FAC would be sufficient.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eberhard Roeder

No

8/2/2012

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5999  16

Related Modifications

P 5997

Summary of Modification

Eliminate old grease trap language; provide for 750 gallon minimum passive or gravity grease interceptor volume as in Florida's onsite 

sewage regulations.

Rationale

&quot;Grease trap&quot; is a term that is not used in the base code (IPC) anymore and appears to have lost its usefulness.  The 

proposal also consolidates the Florida specific and the IPC language for grease interceptor, and continues the 750 gallon minimum 

requirement of passive or gravity grease interceptors as required for onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems in 64E-6, FAC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Proposal simplifies enforcement by making definitions consistent with current Florida onsite sewage regulations.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Properly operating grease interceptors protect sewer systems and onsite sewage and disposal systems and their functioning, 

which in turn protects health, safety and welfare of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The proposed language is consistent with Florida Administrative Code and avoids confusion.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

not applicable

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

By making the building code and the onsite sewage treatment code more consistent with each other the code system overall will 

become more effective.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
9
9
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

The struck thru info is unnecessary as the current provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 

2010 FBC

Comment:
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Attachments

Eberhard Roeder

No

8/2/2012

Pending Review

301.3

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5996  17

Related Modifications

P 5892

Summary of Modification

Delete language for gray water landscape irrigation systems. Such systems are onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems in the 

jurisdiction of the Dept. of Health (381.0065(2)(j); 381.0065(3)(a)(b)(k), Fl. Statutes). 64E-6, FAC, provides specifications.

Rationale

The Department of Health is the regulatory authority permitting onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems (381.0065(2)(j); 

381.0065(3)(a)(b)(k), Fl. Statutes). 64E-6, FAC, provides specifications for them.  Graywater recycling systems for flushing of water 

closets and urinals should be addressed in the building code, while graywater and laundry water disposal systems are addressed in 

the onsite sewage treatment and disposal code.  The proposed language mirrors the approach in the previous Appendix C.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Proposal simplifies enforcement by clarifying that there is only a single jurisdiction over onsite sewage treatment and disposal 

systems.  Graywater and laundry wastewater system tanks are included in the definition of “onsite sewage treatment and 

disposal system” per 381.0065(2)(j) Fl. Statutes.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Graywater contains pathogens, and treatment and disposal of this water is necessary for the protection of health and safety.  

Application of Florida’s onsite sewage regulations provides uniformity and protection. E.g., Florida, but not the base code, 

requires an unsaturated zone to remove pathogens.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The proposed language is consistent with Florida’s onsite sewage standards.  Instead of creating a new methodology for 

drainfield sizing in the base code, 64E-6 FAC already provides an established methodology and construction standards that 

protect groundwater better from pollution.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

The standards of 64E-6, Florida Administrative Code, allow for alternative drainfield materials, while the base code language in 

Chapter 13 specifies only gravel for the drainfield.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

By making the building code and the onsite sewage treatment code more consistent with each other the code system overall will 

become more effective.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

309.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5287  18

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Reformat the exception to eliminate awkward and confusing placement. Approved as Submitted by FEMA for 2015 IPC as P20-12

Rationale

Proposal simply moves the exception language below the list.  It is awkward and confusing to have the exception placed between the 

parent language and the list.  ICC staff recommended deletion of “all” in four places. Approved as Submitted by FEMA for 2015 IPC as 

P20-12

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Clarification only.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Clarification only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Clarification only.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarification only.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Clarification only.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
2
8
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change was submitted to the ICC process.

This change is editorial in nature and is unnecessary, if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for inclusion into the 2015 

IPC.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/26/2012

Pending Review

M309.3

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5684  19

Related Modifications

5138, 5271, 5679

Summary of Modification

Limits application of Coastal A Zone requirements only if the CAZ is delineated on a map or designated by the community. Submitted 

as public comment at suggestion of IBC Structural Committee (S102-12).

Rationale

Consistency with same changes in FBC, Building.  The IBC Structural Committee viewed S102-12 favorably, but requested 

modification of language in the definitions of “Coastal A Zone” and “Limit of Moderate Wave Action.”  Those changes have been 

approved by a ballot by the ASCE 24 committee. 

 

Currently the FBC, Building, by reference to ASCE 24-05, requires the designer to determine if Coastal A Zone conditions are present.  

And ASCE 24 already requires buildings in Coastal A Zones to meet the same requirements as Coastal High Hazard Areas (Zone V).  

The next edition of ASCE 24 is nearing its final draft; the next edition will specify that the Coastal A Zone is recognized only if the Limit 

of Moderate Wave Action is shown on the map, or if the CAZ is otherwise designated by the community (a small number of Florida 

communities do this).  Thus, designers and communities will no longer that to do site-by-site evaluations to determine wave conditions 

in areas outside of the Zone V.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Facilitates enforcement and compliance by clarifying where the CAZ requirements apply.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Facilitates enforcement and compliance by clarifying where the CAZ requirements apply.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Facilitates enforcement and compliance by clarifying where the CAZ requirements apply.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Recognizes moderate wave conditions only where such conditions are identified on a map or otherwise designated.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Recognizes moderate wave conditions only where such conditions are identified on a map or otherwise designated.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Recognizes moderate wave conditions only where such conditions are identified on a map or otherwise designated.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
6
8
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is premature, Coastal A Zones are designated by the community and are not part of ASCE 24 2005, the next edition 

of ASCE 24 has the requirements in it.

The coastal A Zone will not be in the 2015 I-Codes unless the standard is completed before the final action hearing, and then it 

will come in in the next cycle as the base code.

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

This change was submitted to the I-Code process

Comment:
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/26/2012

Pending Review

P309.3

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5683  20

Related Modifications

5271, 5682

Summary of Modification

Achieves terminology consistency between the building code, the residential code and ASCE 24. Approved as Submitted for the 2015 

IBC (S103-12).

Rationale

S103-12, Approved as Submitted by FEMA for the foundation IBC, IMC and IPC.  Makes changes everywhere the term “flood hazard 

areas subject to high velocity wave action” appears, replace with “coastal high hazard area.”  The two terms are exactly the same.  

This change will mean consistency of terms between the Building code, ASCE 24, the Residential Code, and the NFIP.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
6
8
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change was submitted to the ICC process.

This change is editorial in nature and is unnecessary, if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for inclusion into the 2015 

IPC.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Eberhard Roeder

No

8/2/2012

Pending Review

1003.3; 1003.5

Pending Review

No10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP6002  21

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Consolidate gravity grease interceptor exception languages. Replace language that mirrors grease interceptor requirements for onsite 

sewage systems in 64E-6, Florida Administrative Code, with a simple reference to 64E-6. Editorial change to section numbering

Rationale

Consolidate base code exception languages. Florida Statutes provide that the Department of Health is the regulatory authority 

permitting grease interceptors as part of onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems (381.0065(2)(j). 64E-6, FAC, provides 

specifications for them, which are here incorporated by reference.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Proposal simplifies enforcement by consolidating exception languages and avoiding duplicating language for onsite sewage 

treatment and disposal systems.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Properly operating grease interceptors protect sewer systems and onsite sewage and disposal systems and their functioning, 

which in turn protects health, safety and welfare of the general public.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The proposed language is consistent with Florida Statutes and Administrative Code and avoids duplication.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

yes

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

By making the building code and the onsite sewage treatment code more consistent with each other the code system overall will 

become more effective.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

6
0
0
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

The provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 2010 FBC

This provision needs to be compared to the 2012 IPC base code and that language modified or again we will be out of sync.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eberhard Roeder

No

8/1/2012

Pending Review

1301 and 1303

Pending Review

No13

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5892  22

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Delete language for gray water landscape irrigation systems. Such systems are onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems in the 

jurisdiction of the Dept. of Health (381.0065(2)(j); 381.0065(3)(a)(b)(k), Fl. Statutes). 64E-6, FAC, provides specifications. Keep 

language as in previous Appendix C.

Rationale

The Department of Health is the regulatory authority permitting onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems (381.0065(2)(j); 

381.0065(3)(a)(b)(k), Fl. Statutes). 64E-6, FAC, provides specifications for them.  The boundary to the plumbing code is the building 

sewer.  In keeping with this distinction, graywater recycling systems should be addressed in the building code, while graywater and 

laundry water disposal systems are addressed in the onsite sewage treatment and disposal code.  The proposed language mirrors the 

approach in the current Appendix C. The current chapter 13 (referenced standards) needs to be renumbered into chapter 14.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Proposal simplifies enforcement by clarifying that there is only a single jurisdiction over onsite sewage treatment and disposal 

systems.  Graywater and laundry wastewater system tanks are included in the definition of “onsite sewage treatment and 

disposal system” per 381.0065(2)(j) Fl. Statutes.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Graywater contains pathogens, and treatment and disposal of this water is necessary for the protection of health and safety.  

Application of Florida’s onsite sewage regulations provides uniformity and protection. E.g., Florida, but not the base code, 

requires an unsaturated zone to remove pathogens.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The proposed language is consistent with the referenced language of 64E-6, Florida Administrative Code.  Instead of creating a 

new methodology for drainfield sizing, the reference to 64E-6 provides an established methodology and construction standards 

that protect groundwater better from pollution.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

The proposed language includes the material standards of 64E-6, Florida Administrative Code.  Among other aspects, this allows 

for alternative drainfield materials, while the base code language specifies only gravel for the drainfield.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

By making the building code and the onsite sewage treatment code more consistent with each other the code system overall will 

become more effective.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
8
9
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This needs to be reevaluated as the DOH is the regulatory authority for onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems, however 

this would not allow off-site sewage treatment and disposal purveyors from utilizing graywater. 

We would suggest adding something into 1301.1 not allowing Subsurface Irrigations System to be utilized with onsite sewage 

treatment and disposal systems.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

Pending Review

R202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5428  23

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION R202 (Special Occupancy)

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
OTHER

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to supplement the most current version of the International Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with 

Florida specific requirements.

Explanation of Choice

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
4
2
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal adds definition for modular homes as per 553.355 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

Yes

7/22/2012

Pending Review

R301.1, Table R301.2(1), 202, R443.13

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5290  24

Related Modifications

5263

Summary of Modification

Carry forward from 2010 FBC the definition and reference to local floodplain management ordinance and clarify that buildings in 

HVHZ that are also in flood hazard areas shall also comply with flood requirements.

Rationale

Carry forward modifications approved for the 2010 FBC that were recommended in 2009 by Commission’s Flood Resistant Standards 

Workgroup make Florida-specific amendments.  

Add definition and reference to local floodplain management ordinance where flood studies and maps are adopted, along with certain 

administrative procedures.  Section 553.73(5), F.S. provides for adoption of flood maps in local floodplain management ordinances.  

Clarify that buildings in HVHZ that are also in flood hazard areas shall also comply with flood requirements.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No change in technical requirements.  Local ordinance adopt maps.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No change in technical requirements.  Local ordinance adopt maps.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No change in technical requirements.  Local ordinance adopt maps.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

No change in technical requirements.  Local ordinance adopt maps.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

No change in technical requirements.  Local ordinance adopt maps.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.

Special Occupancy2013 Triennial

Page 388 of 427

28/09/2012 Page 388 of 427



Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

R301.2.4.1, R322.1.1

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5292  25

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This carries forward – but simplifies - a change approved for 2010 FBC, R, to permit use of ASCE 24 as an alternative in all flood 

hazard areas, including Zone V (foundation code) and Zone A (Florida amendment).

Rationale

This carries forward – but simplifies - a change approved for 2010 FBC, R, to permit use of ASCE 24 as an alternative in all flood 

hazard areas.  The foundation IRC permits ASCE 24 as an alternative in Zone V and a Florida amendment was approved to permit it 

as an alternative in Zone A.  It is simpler to simply permit it in all flood hazard area, without specifying zones.  FEMA expected to 

submit this proposal for the 2015 IRC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Provides an alternative.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Provides an alternative.  If the alternative is selected, there would be small added cost for foundations because ASCE 24 

requires Category II buildings (includes dwellings) to be at or above BFE + 1 ft.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Provides an alternative.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

ASCE 24 has more specific design criteria.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

ASCE 24 has more specific design criteria.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t change materials specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

ASCE 24 has more specific design criteria.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

Pending Review

R306

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5434  26

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION R306.3

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code. The proposed modification is necessary in order to correlate with 

Florida Department of Health regulations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
OTHER

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to correlate with Florida Department of Health regulations.

Explanation of Choice

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
4
3
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal adds reference to DOH rule.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

Pending Review

R311

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5436  27

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION R311.2

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code. The proposed modification is necessary in order to maintain 

compliance with Florida Statutes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
OTHER

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to maintain compliance with Florida Statutes.

Explanation of Choice

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

S
P

5
4
3
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for an exemption from the code minimum door height as per 553.73(10)(h) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

7/19/2012

Pending Review

R318.7

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5416  28

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Reformat the Termite Inspection requirements by moving section R704 to a new Section R381.7

Rationale

This change would move a Florida Specific amendment from Chapter 7, Section 704, to Section R318.7 to provide the termite 

protection criteria in the same section of the code.  Further it would move change the definition of “Decorative Cementitious Coating” to 

Decorative Cementitious Finish”  to provide a definition for the term used in section 318.7.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No, does not discriminate.   Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

R322.1.10

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5293  29

Related Modifications

5269

Summary of Modification

Modifies the foundation code to use Florida-specific title for professionals licensed by the state to perform land (and elevation) 

surveys.

Rationale

Florida statute clearly specifies that only “land surveyor and mappers” can perform surveys (section 472, F.S.).  The term “registered 

design professional” is broadly defined, it is specific to “design” professions.  Land surveying is not commonly considered a “design” 

profession.   The Structural TAC commented on this during the 2010 code cycle.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Clarification only.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Clarification only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Clarification only.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarification only.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Clarification only.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/26/2012

Pending Review

R322.1.10

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5680  30

Related Modifications

5293, 5269

Summary of Modification

Modifies foundation code to use Florida-specific title for professionals licensed by the state to perform land (and elevation) surveys.

Rationale

Florida statute clearly specifies that only “land surveyor and mappers” can perform surveys (section 472, F.S.).  The term “registered 

design professional” is broadly defined, it is specific to “design” professions.  Land surveying is not commonly considered a “design” 

profession.   The Structural TAC commented on this during the 2010 code cycle.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Clarification only.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Clarification only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Clarification only.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarification only.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Clarification only.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/26/2012

Pending Review

R322.2, R322.3 and R4101.4.2.1

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5294  31

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Carry forward from 2010 FBC to bring provisions for pools into the body of the code.

Rationale

Carry forward from 2010 FBC.  Florida-specific modifications to Chapter 3, related to retaining flood provisions of the I-Codes.  This 

adds provisions for pools that are in the IRC Appendix into the body of the code.  The Commission’s 2009 Flood Resistant Standard 

Workgroup recommended moving these provisions into the body of the code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact, carried forward from 2010 FBC

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact, carried forward from 2010 FBC

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact, carried forward from 2010 FBC

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried forward; compliance with flood-resistant provisions reduces flood damage and protects life, property and general welfare.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried forward.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried forward.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried forward.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

R322.3.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5295  32

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

In Coastal High Hazard Areas (Zone V), eliminate elevation difference based on orientation of lowest horizontal structural member to 

match revised ASCE 24-12 (in development). FEMA will propose for 2015 IRC.

Rationale

The next edition of ASCE 24 will eliminate the additional elevation that is a function of orientation of the bottom of the lowest horizontal 

structural member.  The final draft of ASCE 24 will be provided before October.  FEMA will propose this change for the 2015 IRC 

(Group B).

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Makes enforcement more straightforward because orientation relative to the direction of wave approach doesn’t need to be 

determined.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

More straightforward compliance.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More straightforward compliance.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Consistent with ASCE 24-12.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Consistent with ASCE 24-12.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

R322.3.4

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5296  33

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Match phrasing in the 2012 IBC at Section 1612.5(2.2) for loads on breakaway walls. FEMA is submitting for the 2015 IRC (Group B).

Rationale

This change uses terminology that is consistent with structural engineering and matches phrasing in IBC 1612.5(2.3).  FEMA will 

submit this proposal for the 2015 IRC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No change to requirement.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Easier for structural engineers.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No change to technical requirement.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Clarifies terminology.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Clarifies terminology.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Doesn’t affect the technical requirements.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Eberhard Roeder

No

8/2/2012

Pending Review

P3009.1,P3009.2,P3009.14

Pending Review

No30
Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5964  34

Related Modifications

P 5892

Summary of Modification

Delete language for gray water landscape irrigation systems. Such systems are onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems in the 

jurisdiction of the Dept. of Health (381.0065(2)(j); 381.0065(3)(a)(b)(k), Fl. Statutes). 64E-6, FAC, provides specifications. Keep 

language as in previous Appendix O.

Rationale

The Department of Health is the regulatory authority permitting onsite sewage treatment and disposal systems (381.0065(2)(j); 

381.0065(3)(a)(b)(k), Fl. Statutes). 64E-6, FAC, provides specifications for them.  Graywater recycling systems for flushing of water 

closets and urinals should be addressed in the building code, while graywater and laundry water disposal systems are addressed in 

the onsite sewage treatment and disposal code.  The proposed language mirrors the approach in the previous Appendix O.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Proposal simplifies enforcement by clarifying that there is only a single jurisdiction over onsite sewage treatment and disposal 

systems.  Graywater and laundry wastewater system tanks are included in the definition of “onsite sewage treatment and 

disposal system” per 381.0065(2)(j) Fl. Statutes.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Graywater contains pathogens, and treatment and disposal of this water is necessary for the protection of health and safety.  

Application of Florida’s onsite sewage regulations provides uniformity and protection. E.g., Florida, but not the base code, 

requires an unsaturated zone to remove pathogens.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The proposed language is consistent with, Florida’s onsite sewage standards.  Instead of creating a new methodology for 

drainfield sizing in the base code, 64E-6 FAC already provides an established methodology and construction standards that 

protect groundwater better from pollution.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

The standards of 64E-6, Florida Administrative Code, allow for alternative drainfield materials, while the base code language 

specifies only gravel for the drainfield.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

By making the building code and the onsite sewage treatment code more consistent with each other the code system overall will 

become more effective.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/22/2012

Pending Review

4500

Pending Review

No45

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

SP5289  35

Related Modifications

5138

Summary of Modification

Update reference to ASCE 24, Flood Resistant Design and Construction, to the upcoming 2012 edition. FEMA will propose for the 

2015 IRC to be consistent with Approved as Submitted for the 2015 IBC.

Rationale

The FBC, Residential references ASCE 24 as a requirement for dwellings in floodways and as an alternative in Zone V.  It is also 

referenced for design of pools in Zone V and for engineered openings.  The next edition of ASCE 24 is nearing its final draft (and 

copies will be provided before the October TAC meetings).  Publication is expected either late 2012 or early 2013.  FEMA will propose 

for 2015 IRC.  

Many changes have been approved by committee ballot that will clarify but not change the requirements.  The most significant change 

that do change requirements and that would affect dwellings if ASCE 24 is used as an alternative include:

Specify that Coastal A Zones are recognized only if the Limit of Moderate Wave Action is shown on the map or if the CAZ is otherwise 

designated by the AHJ (S102-12, public comments submitted for Approve as Modified in response to the IBC Structural committee 

suggestion).  This eliminates the uncertainty as to whether moderate wave conditions are present, which currently has to be 

determined by designers on a case-by-case basis.  

For buildings in Coastal High Hazard Areas (Zone V) and CAZ, eliminates elevation differences that were a function of orientation of 

the lowest horizontal structural members relative to the direction of wave approach.  

Permits shallow foundations in Coastal A Zones; permits stem wall foundations in Coastal A Zone if backfilled with soil or gravel to the 

underside of the floor slab and if deep footings account for erosion and local scour.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

2010 FBC requires use of ASCE 24 in floodways and permits use of ASCE 24 as alternative in Zone V, thus no change in impact.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Determination of design factors will be more straightforward.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Cost to determine design factors will go down because determination of CAZ wave conditions not required on site-by-site basis.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Code will recognize moderate wave conditions where delineated or designated.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Doesn’t affect products.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Consistency with FBC
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?
NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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	(453.10.2.4)SP5194
	(453.10.7)SP5195
	(453.12.5)SP5197
	(453.13.8.2)SP5198
	(453.15.4)SP5577
	(453.16)SP5199
	(453.18.1.1)SP5200
	(453.2.2)SP5152
	(453.20.3)SP5203
	(453.20.5)SP5205
	(453.22.4)SP5206
	(453.25.1)SP5207
	(453.25.3.2)SP5208
	(453.25.4.3.2)SP5209
	(453.25.4.3.2)SP5214
	(453.25.6)SP5210
	(453.26.3.2)SP5211
	(453.27.1)SP5212
	(453.27.4)SP5213
	(453.3.6)SP5172
	(453.4.3)SP5177
	(453.4.5)SP5178
	(453.4.8)SP5180
	(453.5.11)SP5184
	(453.5.3)SP5181
	(453.5.5.1)SP5182
	(453.5.5.3)SP5183
	(453.7.1)SP5185
	(453.7.8)SP5186
	(453.7.9)SP5187
	(453.8.7)SP5192
	(453.8.8)SP5193
	(453)SP5326
	(469)SP5970
	(Table 3.18.1)SP5922

	10-Means of Egress
	(1008.1.1)SP5120

	16-Structural Design
	(1601.1, 1801.1)SP5263
	(1612, 202, 1403.7, 1603.1.7, 1804.4)SP5271
	(1612, 202, 1403.7, 1603.1.7, 1804.4)SP5274
	(1612.1)SP5265
	(1612.4)SP5267
	(1612.5)SP5269

	18-Soils and Foundations
	(1816.1.7)SP5801

	29-Plumbing Systems
	(2902.2)SP5224

	30-Elevators and Conveying Systems
	(3003)SP5463
	(3007)SP5242
	(3007)SP5245
	(3008)SP5251



	Special Occupancy - Part 2

	Building
	30-Elevators and Conveying Systems
	(3012)SP5272

	31-Special Construction
	(3109)SP5676

	35-Referenced Standards
	(3500)SP5138
	(NFPA)SP4919


	Existing Building
	2-Definitions
	(202)SP5277

	4-Prescriptive Compliance Method
	(402.2, 403.2, 404.5, 408.2, 601.3, 606.2.4, 701.3,)SP5573

	11-Additions
	(1103.5)SP5279


	Fuel Gas
	2-Definitions
	(202)SP5282


	Mechanical
	2-Definitions
	(202)SP5283

	3-General Regulations
	(M301.13.1)SP5679
	(M301.13)SP5682

	5-Exhaust Systems
	(515)SP5223


	Plumbing
	2-Definitions
	(202)SP5285
	(202)SP5322
	(202)SP5997
	(202)SP5999

	3-General Regulations
	(301.3)SP5996
	(309.2)SP5287
	(M309.3)SP5684
	(P309.3)SP5683

	10-Traps, Interceptors and Separators
	(1003.3; 1003.5)SP6002

	13-Gray Water Recycling Systems
	(1301 and 1303)SP5892


	Residential
	2-Definitions
	(R202)SP5428

	3-Building Planning
	(R301.1, Table R301.2(1), 202, R443.13)SP5290
	(R301.2.4.1, R322.1.1)SP5292
	(R306)SP5434
	(R311)SP5436
	(R318.7)SP5416
	(R322.1.10)SP5293
	(R322.1.10)SP5680
	(R322.2, R322.3 and R4101.4.2.1)SP5294
	(R322.3.2)SP5295
	(R322.3.4)SP5296

	30-Sanitary Drainage
	(P3009.1,P3009.2,P3009.14)SP5964

	45-Referenced Standards
	(4500)SP5289






